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Abstract

This study aims to explore the relationship between the type of mother’s positive evaluation and
children’s mastery motivation. In research 1, the mother’s positive feedback questionnaire was
used to investigate the relationship between the positive evaluation type of the mother and the
mastery motivation of the child. In research 2, 62 children aged 4~5 years old were randomly as-
signed to one of two groups: intervention or control. The purpose was to examine whether the
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process-oriented positive evaluation of mothers influenced children’s control motivation. The
findings demonstrate that: 1) Except for the enthusiasm dimension of mastery motivation, posi-
tive feedback of individual orientation was significantly related to all dimensions of mastery moti-
vation. Process-orientated positive feedback was significantly related to children’s cognitive per-
sistence, social persistence, and mastery enthusiasm. Result-oriented positive feedback was sig-
nificantly related to all dimensions of mastery motivation. 2) There were no significant differences
in task persistence time, enjoyment, or interest between the intervention and control groups
when the children were subjected to process-oriented manipulation.
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1. 51§

EED)Hl(mastery motivation) & MATRZE o 50 SR B ALK — B NEESIL, REIRAEAMATEA TR
TAMER IR AT, EEEBEAPREYERATES, DLIRAG 545 B0 A 72 1 2L R 2% (Hauser-Cram,  1998;
Sparks et al., 2012). SEFBSIHLAIIEFEFR 32 B0 A T B & F8 b5 (instrumental aspect) 1234 Pl & Fe b
(expressive aspect). T ENYEFEARZ T84 LIS RGER H B BART N, B el — e 147, fdE
RS RFHE . TR m 2 55 . RIETEIR R TR %)) LAESS )y E A R h RAESS S R R G 2 I N, B
TSR B WIURSE . L EEPILE Z MR EAAHEG, wan)LE RSB, 2016;
Morrow & Camp, 1996; Shiner, 2000). Z iE 454 J5i & (£ 31, 2008; Gilmore et al., 2003; Morgan et al., 1998).
RESEAR A SRR BN AN R SRS (1, 20135 XL, 5K 2%, 2010). (HEEE SCEAR BEERR VT
Prix—sh SR R4l L E PR o

TRV & 48— AR 55— NI E . SRINERE RS B IR w94, e s hoxt L 2455
BUR 7= B 2R (Kane et al., 2018). {H A A MM B A, BRI ) L8 3L K e i) s
WANHRE . H AT WA 07 X =M Rl BARBURI AR, 4 k2 B 2 SR
FABR VTN P B A5 B ) B AR B VPAN o #hox B At 2 SR A AR AR PP 8 RE AN A T3 B B 44 PR R B BT AT (R AR
WRVTAY o 4% B A] AR AR AR VT A H8 0Tk B 48 B R A 7 B (%) R B2 I adE AT IR AR F A (Corpus et al., 2006) .
B ROV R ) (R, BSETET, 2014), 43255 B FRe ST BIRRARPPAN o 55 70 B i) @ 0 A VPAN
(%% JIREFERIVEAY, e T B m) 2 0 e VPAN 2 R e T EAT VPAN o S = IR B PAN 1 N 25 o e =
FRERIGX SR, 3555, 2003; BFA5Z, 2008; Kamins & Dweck, 1999). 1) N AH [ (person) (A% 1
Mo B RFENIITFN 2 B BARBEAT I, R0t ) LEE B 5 BT, SO L M ANRS SRR . a0 “AORLHRII L
2) 3 (process) B A FIFAR VPAN o B RBRAT NI AR, RN LB AE Bl o A v 1) 5% AR B Bl s H
MG TTIEBAT VR . G, “ARFERRA I RE AR SS )7 o 3) A IRHENIA] (outcome) FURRBR EAN, FEXHAT Ju4h
ATV, RS R n,  “CRIRFIRIRIR TS .

SR H AT BRI S8 LE RSN R TG E 8. MEANTESINI—F, KRR DIMELE
FARRPPAN AN S PR Al 1 N slosi > N AEBIAIL, 45 SRE B AN [R] A IG DA B AN [J) (6L, 5K 1ri %%, 20105 AE[E T,
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SRPCHR, 2004; JHIGY, FRE24E, 2011; Henderlong & Lepper, 2002). KE1E A FHF 7T 2B L&
BRGNS I, AT MRS . BURPE AN RIELA]  BPPAN S BOAR RS . ) BTAR A IR
DA R 53 5 1) 5% B A i B 44 45 B (Harter, 1975; Henderlong Corpus & Lepper, 2007). Ebfm, i)
BTN R fERNE BB A 6 R T A S0 A = AR, TR BB R T HI S22 RN
ST A (Brophy, 1981). J& TR IEH P 25 B [R1 B a1 S A L2 e (B Fot R B0 1 R 2R . (H7EH.
Pri&EEE s JeniSRAFAS N AR PN 1) ) L 25 7E 1 RN IR 1 55 2 AN YR R 1 40 50 5K T R A & R )
XFE ARG N FET S, 58T 5 BRI R PPN AR T e VAN U7 SR K2 FE ST LR BT SR
] A FE A DI AR It B PP B 22 b B R A e A0 Y Hh (Butler, 1987, 1988). AHAR T EISMWHETE, BA
e R OGRS I S R, T 2 B AR 2 ) IR, AN SRR A 5 ST R v (0 1 B B RIAT R
W, WITERA NI B R e ) SR RGBSR (I 75, Mk, 20125 P EEE, 20125 WM, 2013),
HHCHELS , B PP AN [F] N 28 7 3 1T BE X & LI SR s L= A s s . EL Rk, 7R P9 2544
() = A2 AR AR AN o, AR I AR PP A B A R 3G 5 %)) ) LI 2 3 HL

RESRIZ 4L B o A vp il i 2 A, SR R RATRESE XS 41 LIS PRAN P9 252 4L 53 B 4% 50
MU R FRAN T BRI R 28 o AH I AR 7 3 BEAR WP e AR A B B pH S8 3 4l AT kAT VA, 1R
F RN VAN T4k, DA R BESEAS [F] P9 25 B AR PP AN X 40 ) L B A B LI 52 o DRI AR 5
A BERFUBERAN R A AR AN 5 40 L3 B AL 0% R FFiEd T Pl se 3 30 i He gz . DUHRIR R MA
RIRe IR IE . FKEHE VPN S TT H AT 5T 59 B, N BERFARRPAN 2h LI D R (L R 10
WA Ak, AEFFRIR MR : 1) BRI RN 77 205 8 L S L2 (A7 7E 2 2 1 A
K 2) SAMTH AL, 2R RPN %) ) L E S SLTEAT 55 BRI AT 55 MR
MR =AY A

2. MRFGF*
2.1. BEFNARELILEESHAEX SRR

211 MR

ISR SRR, SRS SR A R4 LI R L 93 4 (1% 35 &) R E T, 41T
SN 56.03 1~ H (SD =5.43). BEEMISZEE K FEH A LLT & 43%, K& 5 31.2%, A%l 22.6%, fil
TR & 3.2%. Z B A U /NT 5000 f EL A 13.8%, 5000~10,000 f) H 5]y 57.45%, 10,000~15,000
I LLI A 22.35%; KT 15,000 (¥ LA 6.4%.

2.1.2. fixIH

1) (EEZHYLAED

KH George A. Morgan 554w, B4 75 55 B (1) B 42 4E 2 ) 45 (Dimension of Mastery Question-
naire-Chinese 18th Version, DMQ-18)24 7T i (2~6 %), [MA&3L 39 #i(¥0 5 s5iFr, M 1= “NA” F|5=
CRZT), BREEAYEE: DA T AR B R, KEE SRR, SRS
BRIREENE, G EAE AL 2 s IR RRE)s AN RIA PR AR (CE P BRI RIS ) S R RE) s — A Ak
REJIKPARRR. EATH, SMEIRF o REGHN: INRIDRERZ REFE0.80). KEEHEEEIREF
P£(0.78), XN AL 22 B4 R RFE(0.75), XF [F) A4 22 B4 IR (0.78) . MR IER(0.72) K RIK
B [ .(0.79) 6

2)  (RERFVPAN 45 )

PRI V5 1R AN SCRR 192 E SR BESE AR VPAN 1) 6 . 1 Jeiliid i % Diener £l Dweck (1980)5% T4 BHit
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VEIERIAW SRR 75 42 (2008) 4 il R RESE U VPR BB I VRSN, BEHR H =30 45 in) i, 76 5 PR AE4))
JUFEBEHLIIER 20 4 K K17 4468835, M 41JLER = 5412 N H, SD = L.72)8HTViik. HHRIEDRSE R,
il 3t 6 M REERARPEFN I G G DG VAEE R I REE . RN EEY S, WZLIA
ST AR FRE AR AN T TN BRI 77 K SR AT A, B R 6 MR
THIZERBGH .

Sh4 3 B s b EL A e f e ) B BRI AR AR VT A P 25 43 28 0 = A L [ 8 B R BE SR AR AR PP AN 1 . 1) 3
26 B, K5 SIFAONL = “HNAR” 5 = “RE”), RN ABAFBITEN 9 ). S FEHE R
AT (9 #R), 45 REFBIN (8 &) =ANgEfE . MGk o RECH 093, H4EE 718 S A(0.91).
I FE(0.89). #55R(0.85). LA FHHER B BEEAM AN 77 S0 M5 . 08 FE AR B0 BRI 2 AR

2.13. HREE

BG4S LREE 214 LI s BMUES PR NS, S RIEFET, JEmg) LREE R SR
i HERIERR T, X EGE BT AR . A5 KLETR 20 b, MEREEGLRE. 21E/E5 4
FISC,  H2E 40 LREE — i /ML E NS 5 AR IR SEES 2 1
2.1.4. gL R

AU FIE R TBOR A 45 93 4y, B RIRE A4 93 4. HHBRERHE I 5 84.9%, RHE
i 15.1%. IS RIA LR EEN EEIIRE NIE, IR MBR AR A S 1 10 4 .

{811 SPSS23.0 B A EAE HEAT A T AL 3, TH SR BESRA AN 5 401 ) LS BN FE 2 T AE G OR R o
215 &R

X &AL BT A R AT S R L 1

Table 1. Variables and correlation analysis results (n = 93)

#F 1 ETERHEXPHER(N=93)

A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
PR T
1) KRR 1
2) RahfERE Rt 0.494™ 1

3) SR AL R 0.368™  0.6017 1
4) SEEMAATREE 05597 0.6507 0.6697 1

5) F gz i Jk 0.344™ 0.414™ 05377 05157 1

6) itk B 0.349™ 0488 0.423" 0399 0578”7 1

7 AA 0.237° 0.328™ 03717 0208 0188  0.264 1

8) i 0.259° 0190 0.333" 0299 0.239° 0172 0.763" 1

9) 4R 0.262° 0.290" 0.419™ 0199 0.298" 0233 0873" 0.815" 1

7 "P<0.05, “P<0.01, “"P<0.001, L.

M LA, AH O B 45 B s I FEH R B PPAN 5 40 )L B 4% S AL A T R R E P (r = 0.259, P < 0.05)
N B RS R EEME(r = 0.333, P < 0.01). [A£F A4 22 I EF M (r = 0.299, P < 0.05). A HE i fmthi/#(r = 0.239, P
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<0.05). ¥AEIERE IEM IR R o 2B H0 /0 308 7 AT AU R 1o X 8 B BESE I FR ) B AR AR DA
%, JLEAERER T 4EFE 2RI B = 1 3 5h L

HeAR, AN NFNGE R R AR AN 5 2l LB AR BN 2 AN HEBE AR OC . B B3 Bl LI 242 f o Sk 4
FEAN, AN NEUR AP 540 ) LS P S L4 5 W35 AH G (P < 0.05 81 P < 0.01). 45 FEL A AN 5
) LEEEINLSGEE B E (P < 0.05 3¢ P < 0.01). 5t B B 2 B ) AR B PEA 2 A1, e Bl AR A
PR 5 L2 AL 7 e FEAFAEA SR R

2.16. AR—ITL

WETE— IR A A5 SRR, AR 00 2RI = FARARATAN B #8203 5 ) ) L S 3L 2 A BT AT
UEPZAT LR ARG R e BRI AR A 5 B D O (0 25 A 5 2 38 IR ARG, 0
FEHUE AR PO 5 A B L PRI R . SRR ERR 5 () P U A0 S A D0 S A £ 35 I 1A K
SUOREUR BT 5 4 L E IS 48R0 25 IR O . R AE— e R FEIRAE TR 1, BERMIdRE
PERIR PP 5 40 L ARSI HR 70 2 (M A7 AR B2 00 R o AR T8 A R I e At SR ] R AR A AT A1 40
5 R NURA B IR RK R, @R LS 1A A B AR 26 AF N R LE TS
PR L BRI B 2 MR DU AR X 5KIAIEE, 2010).

2.2. RN A AR 41 LEZE R AR R

2.2.1. RMR

WA ERE, EHEELEE Y )LE 62 Z4)L(F# 20 N, Lotk 42 N) RHEESE. 91 LPFAE
#44 58.0 4~ H (SD = 5.00), 4 HBEAL o A 5256 41 sl 2 i 21 o MR 55 A5 9 28 WA S8 2 75 IR 5€ i R 30,
SEOH 1 N TR R AN S R ok, 1 AHISZbik. mERRANECH 29 N, HPHEZ 9 AN,
PSR 57.85 AN H(SD = 5.43). #=HI4] 2 Nid 2 b iis ki oz diE . ARRANECN29 N, B
9 N, TN 56.17 4~ H(SD = 5.09).

222. fIRIA

1) AL

AT T AR B-EIOR I ER B — D e B IET5 8, R HA%R 1:2:4 (IR R =MTE . /)
=& 2 v, =M. IETTRANFATINOES 1 .

hlid .5
e

Figure 1. Experimental materials of wooden jigsaw puzzle

1. AKREIETIRGHEI SRR R

LIGHR B IR B T2 A051(2000) F b5 T 3~5 % JLE IR A i (1 B 2 — B R I, B BAMAK
~FE(2006) (HI5HR 1600 1) HIEEL 5 Tk 4 LIGIETE 5 o Eh N SE RN TR RV N SRR A R . TS
HMEFE 22 52 AR BN AL &, AR S0 38 e 0 6 v e M P AT 25 A | F s . O FUdE s ss, e
IREIRX M —4h LI 4~5 B I/NAK 6 %4 (% 3 4, M=52.18 A, SD =3.47 A)x-BIGH 1) 58 sl 8]
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BEAT TR B A DY 5K L 2 5 P I AU AR E S I & B %8 . ARG IR ] S s prokl WL 15
1o HAFE 1(a), E 1b)NRTIIESE, & 1), K 1d)ElmEE, B 1e)/ENmrmsg) 58\ h it et
HE

2) MEFahs

R4 RFFE . B4 ) L5E G I AR B 1) AR SR SRl B 4 ) LT 55 SR Re . LAS ) LSE AT 45 B
FABFAI SRR RAT S5 Bk, BRI ERIRE “HIR” 25, — B2 LEAF BRI R R k2t o 1
fabiE =4 a) JLERRARETE RN ETE B b) JLEBFPHEAT S, R 1h 1 5>30
i) JLEFIRCATEMRPHE . tERRENY: a) JFahitiy: 2 EiX5]0 340 LBk AP, 2 LITahfih
ME-EITRR N AR T s b) THITZE IR 440U T DL ER B B THIN 2501 84 L s it
TAR B P& P 30 FPIF 45 b v h s, GBS T B B (] Ay S ek 25 30 FPCRIX, 5K m) 2%, 2010).

PO BRI LTE 58 G T AR BT 3 1 il R s BRI 4 ) LI N R . 32 1] A -
a) “URWAFEANCIREFIEE? 7 b) “ORERITEA-CIRE? 7 o i1 XN @) KA H “4F
BUE” . 8 348 b) ANEERIHLGE CEXRF I BE sk, e 248 ) BREAWAAREZ, D14
d) ¥t “ANERIALGFI” BfEEk, 10050, BEaA 65y, WAL N0 7. 40 Hobke 2 B D B = .

TR o I8 I &)y J LA 58 BB AR B I 1) s R 7 il 30k R PR AR 2 TP Sk = &0y ) L.
Ray) LEHESE AR, AR (o) R IS 28, B RN ek, HAERSE), 1ES(H 5 B1ER
TEAE), WEMIBLAERE Ein—4r . fEZN)LSE I )G, deiid i [ A%l ) LA 1l A 15 48 TR 6
R (Molnar & Weisz, 1981) i) & . i %)) LIEFEFHE Z R RO . BRMN “HaAThn” 3 “+
DI BRI 1~5 5. EEEFERILA 2.

Figure 2. Five-point emotional selection diagram
E 2. ARIEEIEERE

2.2.3. HzEiE

AR LG R B DR B R R O BESE RN R AL T A, )T

B ERIIGLLBIRE SR, fHH R ERE 1(e)A4h)LER St B R,

TEG)) VBT S ER 2 S5, A e R-ET R EIE 1(a). B 1(b). 440 LIFLETeH B RIFF4aTHa
ILTEREE KBRS, PR 10 Fhoh 5 4kl 52 B kB . i FE T 4l ) LpE BRI ) o MR A g 150
I 4 LS S B B T RO B 30 AP BRZ I I SR AE . SEId AR A SRR LR AR R4 L5

B
AR K5 62 414 )L BERBENLE 20 SR g AR i . R 40 BER AT T, i BER A [F)F
WA b

1 ST 2 B 3% e o R 0 PR PP AR T 4 J LA P BRI AR B i - 45 5 S 36 b T BE BRI DX L PR
FIAN TR DL FF) BE SR s Ve Rl R A AR A o AESEIRTT AR Z AT, FRH IR BERAR BB IS X, SRR
BRSO IE . SRJE R ST BESRAE SN A R RE TR, AR T H Do e R A AR 1 S TE RN A
BEATREREPE B PEOY . 4R FIRRIAN WL 2. BERA ARG 2 Lt AT T REVE IR PP A, 2O 1
R LEAT B PEY, DR T4 LR OL, HEER BT RE . SR REAT R BHLRAE, L4l
BRI RIS RE -
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Table 2. Introduction of intervention instructions for mothers in the experimental group
2. LWHEBETFIESIEE T

Pix Di
V. @ “X T, WHTIERKITE 7 © “UREDUIERAE R RS ), ZTRA, A7
Wi
) @ “RRIAFEZ MR 7 @ “MRAEDUFRIE RPN, LB, 7

DR = ISR S P e IR E R A 1(c), B 1(d), XL E ST B OO E, iR
SRR,

2.2.4. BIEAE

=N AR AR A B PN SE [ SE R, P A A — SR (o = 0.83)

{3 SPSS23.0 i 514 4H A% il 4L 7 = NI B Aw b (%022 S b AT LU o & J LS B8 19 S 4 sh bl ik
17905, GAD S THE ) LT 55 AR A] . DB R A (A, PR IR A AR 2 4l )L 3
ML ST A C R E R ST HATE SRR H . o T IRAT G 3R 9)) LE AR EHL A TSR
Atk .

225 &R

SEI ZH RN ) 2L AE SEG A JE AT 55 SRR TA) . PGB AMa D B FE AR L 3. SR EIR, EiEE)
HLA-FE R 9286 41(SD = 137.62) F14% 1| 4 (SD = 129.910) [ 55 "R FRist [ bRt ZE M K. X4 ) LTE
WRRRIN (] FARTERCR A ZE R BITE /NI R — 2 B e gt P, A B NIRRT D9 5 8hid 2
BRI R PR . SO 2H RN i ZH (AT 25 R KRR (D0 5, PRI AT 45 IR 4] [R) 218 20 s T . 1X
Ui b 506 J5 4l ) Loe G I AR B R I AR 46 T ot EIORE 285 SR 14 T IR A2 Ry 7 4 i S B v e ¥l
1) LEFEZNHLI R 520, SLEHTE IR A 7 A A ME B I [ 2R B S A k. Bl TR ST R0, #EiAT RETE
SERRRTINZ JGRR R T — @ &5, A LATE 58 S R 224 (1 5 AR 5 N SR ke s s J . X st S 807 Jm il
WA AT ) ZAE N E . RIRE BT RPR SR R, $a i 240 ) Lo i W S4B E i U B AT R . 3k v g
& BT %)) JLAE RN 18] N 58 B 1 ZRALRAE 55 T B AIK 7 M S8 AR 55 i B A ) i Jek o L2 SREG 2H 4 LN IR FE
RTINS J 0 ) ) e S R 240 ) Lo IXRT i ROMR S RE SRR H m) AR AR VPN Xt %)y ) L 2 S LIV 3
I YERE R TR

Table 3. Descriptive statistical results of all dimensions of children’s mastery motivation in the experimental group and the
control group (n = 58)

@ 3. LA MITHIE L) L E TR & YEE A M ST 45 R (n = 58)

B i 20
M SD M SD

IR A] 1 272.66 137.623 229.21 129.910

PR 1 5.00 1.309 4.69 1.198

Ttk 1 4,55 0.985 4,69 0.660
WX A] 2 178.52 79.707 145.34 71.709

MoK 2 5.76 0.511 4.86 1.706

e i Jgk 2 455 0.827 4.48 0.911

e 17 NSKIRHT SRR DL, 27 NSEE A SRR L.
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& 4 ATRLE 1, X T4 LR ERERAE 5 IS5 R0 248, L3240 (M = —0.76) FI¥% il ZH(M = -0.17),
t=-031, P>0.05. Kk, BEIALEJEI SIS %) LAE BRI Rl AR B VPAR (1) R Bz il 2 4 ) L3R R
H T E RN, ERIEAAES R LM EEER, L EERFTIA &t SF2hL1
155 WA I R 2 J5 00 S5 BT I A 2248, SEBRZH(M = —94.14) FlH% i ZH(M = —83.86) NEFE St & X E i) B E
725, t=—031, P > 0.05. Xf T4 ) L i 15 B85 Jo I -5 w00 i 22 48, SRER2H (M = —0.00) Az il 44 (M = —0.21)
AEEGE L B EE E R, t=95, P>0.05,

Table 4. Independent sample t test for A values of control motivation in experimental group and control group (n = 58)

4. WSEIAMITHILER L) LEIZTIH A BRI TIRIIAA t 1638 (n = 58)

SIGA P4 : o
M % SD M +SD
A BEFFIT ] —94.14 + 135.48 —-83.86 + 119.15 -0.31 0.76
A YLK 0.76 + 1.30 0.17 + 1.44 1.63 0.11
A oo & 0.00+0.93 -0.21+0.73 0.95 0.35

2.26. FIRZiT8

WFE Tt 7o AR W], AR SR 24T AR IR AR A (0 SR 06 2H A2 SRR I 1] L YR
S R = AN GERE AR A AN IR AR B 22 o ELACSR UL, T TIUHT J5 4401 ) LIV M R B35
BN, RS RRRIN (A A, SCEG AR I B ORI AN, T A A R > T S Al AN RRIE
w2, RS AR IEATE MR B FURIAT RVFI Rt g B3, HEWARETH
3 1) 73 2R B R P 0T 9 6 I S A PR AR A e 1 ik N AE SIATLCAIXL, 5K (7] 2%, 20105 Corpus et al., 2006),
IMT3X 5 B 52 o SR B0 2 &)y ) LAE T F0U (R R T 45 R AL PRAL N LAE DGR I AR A E AR (R B3
Z R Re e PR 2 51k LA RGBT IR . TTAVE R BRI 8 —FEIRE) LI, =2 RESRAE
B — BEDU R BE A _E X 8l JLEEAT AR R AR VRO, 4 LIS BRI S BRI A, BEARAHE
FCR I LAYy ) LLE T U R RF I [) 2240 EANEAE 22 53, (X AT B T 78 SBR PRk gk 6 1) 2% FE 1 I 2
AP R 8. EARSEIG Y, Dy 1 S5 NN S04 BE0T 2 L RE T 48 bR 7= AE RGN, AIF 5T AR P O
A1) LHEAT BRI, H TR —E- BRI R B Z AT . XA %)) ULtk i #AhAE 2 5
BRI AN RAFI [F] ORFF AR L BT tes, 2Lt & nT GeSE 2 1ok BAE S A S (F i, 2013), 4
TrRMEA, RN DY) LS & 52K AR MAR R . X — e R R REMRRE AT 5T hont R
SEIG T Ay ) L i 1 TG {2 2 AR ) 25
3. g

AR EA R ZAAET: 1) BRI AL SR VR IR N AT I ) 515 ), BAAA
WA RECR, HBUER 6 MR it iiE B, MRS SR AN, 2) 5Kt
BA PSR G R AR B RE 2 T IOAGR 45 A, Ee i) LG AN LRa iR s . ELAnFERIE ST — b, SEERH
AFEhl Ay, REERKMZ TEREE hiRkG, KEZPHHOIRT B, B Rk
BRI . BbAh, 56T I8 R I UIRE L Al et 2 A BAR AN X )L 3 B2 B WL IR 52 A A8 4K (Harter,
1975; Henderlong Corpus & Lepper, 2007).

BRI, XA TCRIA L, RKRIIFCATBIRZ: 1) SOGAWIFIAR, W AR RER T 4L
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