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Abstract

Social conversation skills are a crucial foundation for children with Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD)
to integrate into society. However, due to significant difficulties in language comprehension, language
expression, and situational judgment, ASD children face numerous challenges in acquiring social con-
versational skills. This study combines scripting methods with video call processes to develop a scripted
video chat technique that leverages visual support, situational simulation, and modern communica-
tion technologies, providing ASD children with a more engaging and practical pathway for social con-
versation training. The study aims to help ASD children adapt to modern life while employing a single-
subject experimental design to verify the effectiveness of scripted video chat interventions in enhanc-
ing social conversation skills. The results demonstrate that scripted video chat techniques effectively
increase the frequency and accuracy of social conversation initiation in video calls for ASD children
and help ASD children produce more diverse language descriptions in their dialogues. This study sug-
gests that scripted video chat techniques, as a valid approach to improving ASD children’s social con-
versational performance during video calls, may offer opportunities to expand their interactions with
extended family members and other social contacts, further aiding their adaptation to an information-
driven society.
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1. 5|8

FEAZ RS 2 PIUMUE 3 & 575 (Autism Spectrum Disorder, ASD) i AAZ O — TUFE . M F32F ASD JL
A H RE, B ASD JLE SN KR H RIERHE KR, 218 ASD REHE BRI CH#. HL
T, —R—EIFEERESE, WO “AA8E 7, AR HA — M E B PR RR, @
it 70%H) ASD JLE B A& UL AT RE 7T, (A2 ETIERr S — K —RIMA RO 1l (Wodka et al., 2013).
2 ASD JLE AL NHEAT 0 1, B EAE A 1 R IR, AT REHE (A 6 N B At N 40 9 v B AN 2
A, BE ASD JLEAEIX . R R KR M 2 N CE L A B A2k R, 8 ASD JLEM
— B Z M HE NS, 45 RS ¥ N 994k (Brodhead et al., 2019). Bennett & Hay (2007) I 75 2R,
ASD JLE M SN, JLHZESMATRIFENCEFEEUR . &hdh 555 5% ) A7 4L 320G & Tl ASD JL#E AL
A IR B — AN EETM A 7. Bk, WFAREM ASD JLEHE &AL E LRI RTT ASD JLEALA X E
Re 1M 7i%, FFHY K ASD JLE SR EERR A St A sl

500 F g B4 3 i (Weak Central Coherence Theory, WCC). 0>EEEE i (Theory of Mind, TOM) & B 7
MR ASD JLEE A RS FEAS I = K% 07 18 (Baron-Cohen et al., 1985; Happé et al., 2001; Tomchek & Dunn,
2007). AR5 WCC Fil ToM #1&, ASD JLEE > #3458 G+ BE A & B IR TJo i 4 R 4B R & 1 R AR 1
Bes s S, PAACTGVE R NI . D TR RN X Se gk, Ik, BTN AT 0 R B
Y5 (Scripting)iZ T 5| W 7T E M E TAEE B3 (Akers et al., 2016; Knight et al., 2015; McClannahan &
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Krantz, 1999). AL T E4RIE Iy J L3 52 AUR S A0 58 JORE S MR B8 3R 7 SRAR A I 56 Bt S AR 55 72T Tl
AR, R LB RS — R BT, Z AR ) LB AR — S BB PR U s 4 B
k. ATHIREFE RN, @ity ASD #F 4 SXFTEMAA AT B T H B ASD 2 PR BT AL (R A AR AL S 3085
[E] I AT LS Bl ASD 3 TE AL S 3RS Fh ST T tE 24 ) s M (Loveland & Tunali, 1991; MacDonald et al., 2009),
AT LA R H T3 T ASD JLEAE HARE BRI SR CIAE /), A RUE K ASD JLE IHE2AT
fER [8](Akers et al., 2016; Knight et al., 2015; McClannahan & Krantz, 1999). B4k, BFFRER, HiE 90%H]
ASD N LAFTEE EI R (Balasco et al., 2019). #4r ASD A+ HR M A BHEZEEZ), £ RAFEAL
NBIHRER, #4251 R0 KR g, SRR Kok (AR « F@ BT, 20245 K5« #52271,2014).
SR, S LA R 45 e A% J7 =N AT A ASD N AR+ AS I A% Hp (10 BE 47 47, 30/b Z5 Hib i (van der Meer
etal.,2011,2012a,2012b). BEFH AR POIE K, AR R TE S5 2l 1 7 22 Oy AR T2 21
HAZTT R — o IR SIE T UM S SBER R« A, el 5 5 R SR RE A 2 TR ) e A
Frbo HA R T AlRe, AT AT DAFEE) ASD JL 2 SRAFAAM AL 2 ok 37 5 B il 56 ) MIBRAT 15 IR S
(Kagohara et al., 2013),

FT UL XIS MR E 5, TR ASD JLEAEH AT RE S5 ERIBRAR, AHIE TG B s i A
FEOBIN RS RS &, AR KBRS EMEN “ ARSI R SR ", #HN A TX ASD JL
B AL BT R, R HAG AT IR AR o BASAG ASIUEIN R HOR AR R YE ASD JLEH S 1
HW gD, AR AR ST RAE A 327, S SR AT Bt BOAL S TR A, 513 JLE AR
U R R BT E B HE), FRREAE I R HERS, IBERERIA, k)L E e ag ML AT SRR BT
% AWFLEAEJHETH ASD JLE AL AE 0 18 5 0 R B3 A S B B A%

2. AMRRFE
2.1. MREMR

ATHFE B TN GO 44K B THRRR AL ASD 222E . fFE W MniE: 1) £74& ASD HIZWibriE,
ARSI e I — PR Be L EImKIZWnEY], 556 (CGEE RS phlEi3 12 W g v T 58 DU fic)
(DSM-IV)Ht ASD 2 WikrifE(Bell, 1994). 2) K EG SCARHEHEREN 56 (Raven’s Standard Progressive Matrices,
SPMYXHHEE & B kAT T, TS0 A>T 70 43 (John & Raven, 2003). 3) % iz 183 1] A 1a] Y 0 36
1&1T Wit (Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised, PPVT-R)JI 1S 15 & OB /N T H AR IE 7 2 & (Vance
& Stone, 1989). 4) RERIGEMEIHLMISCF. 5) Rl 2D WM A, (HLERE KA 4ERE 7 T AA/E N
Ao 6) BEWE S5 —TUEZN /A 5 4080, 7) HEBRAEHI O REAE . ZESE HAR RS . PIABRKTER W& 1.
A BESS) R  [F)

Table 1. Basic information of participants

=1 WKBERERR

4 P51 (%) SPM 75343 PPVT &5 (JR 4 43)
NS LS 11 84 87
/NTR 5 11 70 59

2.2. SR

2.2.1. FHEER
XHE RS H AN LE B 2K ASD — L HUMEUM#ARY), AR —ZINRJLEHEARZE ASD HIsA
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TREEBHE . SEFHBEEEN THEILE TR, HEA TLEEA T ASD fI%F .

2.2.2. JHIEMA

MRV E DR 5T, T LAy o T H AR i /2 5 5 IR ) 75 SR BEAT V08, B 3EANZR7E) L el
JEAE Y 38 ORIt N R ES VA 38 3R 47 181 8E) LS ASAE MV IR (B 23 5 H B AR TS 2 P G . Ak, Bz, #ar
T K IC 22 0 £ 2EVAE B ) (FE G, 2010). @IS 5ARPHCIH JLER A, FRACRESE BRI 4
HRFKBER A ) LEE B I8 N 25 AR v T 8] R VA 3 DL S S A VA I8 . I A T 1 ARl P s
AT REHEAT ATV, N R] 97 A 7 3B R 58 A i Y0 8 7 A 4 P i 1) 1 VA B R AS

TEGm B A FE A, W AR AR R 0 R VEBE S, W A B TR SR R AT AR IR 31
PE RGBT 5iE3, m BV AT . Hh, PR ERE T S 50 0BEN IR &
AR TR . DNREFKET S 5000ENOIEESAR . B TorPlBm. il EEE
R OB, Imi R IERA I & 2 Fos. AN 3T SRV B AR 73 A BHE — N A T B, 2]
DLIE e B D0 AT (8] B 1

Table 2. Example of communication script content (participant is reading a picture book)

% 2. WEHARAETHEREAEREANEER)

IR AR HER AR
AR KR
R,
WS, 55 “xx, I
AT L
s “HEHE “H R R “URIELENI AT
5 RAHEAN T “H4” M) “Titt 4 g
e R RG, W GEF 47 D) “TDURA T 47 7
TN 2 ) 5]
g TSR g ) IS (T ATA” R ‘B, TR
e Rt OB /R, ERHT GIFEIER) R b "
e RET AT (HF R M) “iheng. ”
e RV, RITARAI ALY GEE PRRIM SRR “RiF4, RAREWIK
s U, T R IR G AR B3 ) R ER N
s HHLHE 7 ARS8 ) AR
« Spe VTS NVEY IR E S K IDIN R £
T ﬁg?%ﬂT%,&E@&@mh W@AmmWﬁmIﬂ“@’T&_ﬁg”
s “Spft, W O F R B, REFHAT, TR
BT KHRE CHF, O TN G ESALRE ) A

TE: H55 WARE R A EZIE S5 K A FEIAE & L, AR SERR AR I BEA p AN B

2.3. SISt

AR AR s b ABA TSR VPAL S AR v T FRAR A% B 5 I A A A g B SR . N
KT TR P 4ERE AT EIR ARBEE, AT ST IS W EH AT GBEE, — e TG K EfEB B,
IR ETIEE RW R G EBE: . KILk, AW 5% 2 4 ASD JLESATEW AT, 72T TETi
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(BEZRI) . T T 10045 5 R B0 R (LR 109 DA S T T 5 SR — B[] Ji5 (9 PR IB R 6 ASD L
FERUIF R A F 0 58 X 4 KPR AT T
2.4. JEIERR

TERWEFLH, #4xF ASD JLFE 7EALAT 1 i 72 58 A 38 il (VAT B IR A 26 . 2E 3l RS V) 1) L e
SRR FA B AE I WA A 1S ACE AT I VPR AR . I =AM R R R E LT B W R

“YIRIERZ” B O8N fE—ANEET A, SR AR BUAIAHEEE 5s WS TRE R
TR (B SRR 2 N IE AR (8] o VAR IERIR = IERHIAE [B] & 1V 2 A/ — ANV 38 7 41 v ) L3 VA 3 A
HLEEL *x 100%.

“CEFRIEBAR” 2SN —MNFEFHI, JLEEZNEE M A m g, 52 R
FEUK B R N 25 50 N6 TR PR 0 138 N 28 PR R I BORR 2 R B8l RS IE R VAE IR E . B R V@R = £
Bl R L AR VA B Y — A8 T A ) LE VR AL < 100%.

CEBR)TRE” B XN KA Justice Z5(2006) MR T BRI AR, HEAS)LESE - NEEF
B o E A I [ R S 38 ) TG

25. AFTEPR

FEIEAXTTURSEIGAT, K i) L2 P AE FE R0 a3 ) L2 A A5 WU R U R JE AS R BE T T kA& 4
P, RENGIEX G FTHPR R SOE TS SRR Feaig kA .

IR, APEE N THEOVEIR TR, — & THES FE h sl i, 59— 8Pl
PSR o PR THL A 22 R G S, AR i A 8 I S IR S AT SR . AN ST TE R
PIURFIR AL N EAT, Bl S X TR AR 2 AR R IR AR A A R0, Bl 75 5 JCiE e BT 8. AT
BT T P A R0 1R R B BSR4 R o o

FERUO AT, B ZHBOR AR B P AT H H FAERE T 2 5 XSS, E LA, Dl
B AL BrT AN . X A A AL IR VA S A S AR RS AR U o Y4 I8 AN A A A 4117
XS ZUTT B 1A o

1) FEZI VT

DR IEAEREAT MBI BN, A BOTE R AR AR S, AR 150 B 4 107 8 A A X 252 A A i
BRI, A PRI A A AN B N ECE RN, NIFE 5 AP 5 MR AT R — AR I . fE bR,
W B Pon A R UG A, L (AL SRR FEANEAR AT A ERoR AN PP o 2430 2 > B
I HL LR 438 IR A8 T A€ Ja e N —Bir Bell o .

2) TS5 T U

WK S 3 ) LB A SR A rp 2 AR R PP ARAT AN 22 A A v B S 7. e AR A
BT PO . #:, TR A S A S ELE LT, BTSRRI g, B
FOBUAE L) B AR, SN B A MBOTRERINR . £ EEF, 457 )LE 5 PN
8], WERILFEAEL, W TE PR HATTHA A SE MU, RIE5ERF 5 Ak LE B IR . iR LE )
AN, D) R By ) LR R B A 94 8 DU, 387 JLEE B ARV I ACOR BT A, FAEARr 5 AD.
IR LB IR AN SN, U SRR N b TRV A oo RS, B LE MO A B IR RN, ARt
AT —BlE, —HRFEIRS R N TRAT 2 EANS RN, BERDEGE R G, THiEd
AT HIR .

2T AL BB WL e LA 52D P A 81 5 ROV T AR A B 1 0 2 F JE N TR — B B

3) YERFYIIITT
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FELEIT B, AP CE VA A o E ORI T, AR 5 B e v e A X 2 AR
WMEEAR ], 32 5 AR AN B BB R BN, WTE 5 P E s B BASEEAT N — A A gl . 7EXE
TR, W F0E PR R S A BT AU TR A, ) L3 (9 4138 6 1 I REASEAR AT (SR R4 o 240 2 de 2D
NI L) LB v T A T AR JE N — I B o

4) FRIBEEHHMOE

TEIBERIAZE SR B G AT, A RCE B, i PR A R L1, o AR I R R AT — B B
oA 7 AW

KA 4 NF, BARINCE 3 K, BRET 2 MAEFH, BANTH S a8,

2.6. BURDHT

H5E, N T ERUESREAN VA T F G FE RS I R 2 — 80K, RS RS R R A 1 R A IR AT IR
BIF 5538 W T T FE RS A R BV AS IR HE R P AT VAL, 6 A AR S IS I 5215 e 51 ) 5 56 22 5000 23 o o ik
il

FLIR s AW TR AR TP A S RS FE A B 15 e SR R AR, KRN 7 415 13 A R VA d TR 2
T ENVAE LR BT EVEE . RN, B EALE S 04 & St(Computerized Language Analysis, CLAN)
TR X BN VA I8 7 271 PR 0 A P 3R] 4 BE AT 1T B (Mac Whinney, 2000). SHERIEMEEE — 8, A—4%
AT AR FEBL T B0 BB AR AERT 35% VA8 FP A EAT FUTAL, FEINASVAE IR ZE . 578 08 L Z
S BUERE AN 93.10 5 99.09.

B Ja s AR RS AG 2 B0 & B BOEE AR AT W8 2 dr,  FRIEE A Tau-U R 36 kit 551
B R & (Parker et al., 2011). Tau-U B2 B #TEFr_L3& B G A5 THRE B s ) —Fh st gl 1 s 00 R &
SRTTRFR(ELER, 2 H5R, 2018).

3. 5%
3.1. JBIBIETRZE

AINRAVINGR V@ ERA RN | B FEREAIN, /N RAEANEE P 5 VA8 IR 4N T 55%. /)
AN IE IEMZRITE 50%% 91%Z 18], BIREERK. ETH, /NSRS IERREA T 85%LL I,
FHEEYERF A FLIE BRI ORAFAE 58% M1 75% DA b0 SREZR A VA IER 2R LU, NRTF T, 4ERFIHAI AT
BEAA Tau-U B354 1 (p <0.001, z=3.55). 1 (p<0.001,z=3.46). 1 (p <0.01,z=3.24). Tau-U {4
(BFEFR R ARHE N 0~0.65 (REERRURAESE); 0.66~0.92 (MEFEALRAGRK); 0.93~1 (MEBFCRAEH G R0 7
THH, AN I8 R 28T B 80% LA b, I HAE4ERE BRI FLIE BRHALERFE 100%. 552 #1438 1
MRA L, ANAT U 4ERR A BB B A Tau-U {5518 0.84 (p < 0.01,z=2.88). 1 (p <0.001,z=
3.33). 1(p<0.001,z=3.13).

ZEE AR BT AL Tau-U ETHREEIR, SHEEZIHRAEIEFZRAMLL, THUH, iR
IBEAAR Tau-U {E43 514 0.93 (p <0.001, z=4.54). 1(p<0.001,z=4.80). 1 (p<0.001,z=4.50),

3.2. ERpAiEEEER

INARRUNE I EShE LR 2 s (EFRLRI, INARUNER ESAE RN T 10%, T
T, iéjiﬁﬂzl%ub B2 5 A NIE B 45%F0 38%. FE4ERFIHAMFRIBEA, N FEENIELLR Y&
TR &S A, DHiER] 18%~30%, LA 25%~30%. /N oR7E 4k B 5078 18 b Rk 3] 8%~25%,
Eﬁi&ﬁ%,ﬁﬁa‘éﬂ 13%~21%.
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Figure 1. Distribution of the participant’s communication accuracy
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Figure 2. Distribution of the participant’s proactive communication ratio

B 2. #lEsa@t RN
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RGN ES@E R, AARTIUH 4R HMFE R Tauw-U B354 1 (p <0.001, z =
3.41). 1(p<0.001,z=3.33). 1 (p<0.001,z=3.13), /NRFHI. 4ERFAFFIE LN Tau-U E 755008
1 (p<0.001,z=23.55). 0.86(p<0.01,z=2.98). 1(p<0.01,z=3.24).

S5E AR BIE AT INAL Tau-U ETHR SR, SEZAN F M IEMFAHEL, TR0, 45879
BB Tau-U B 254 1 (p <0.001, z=4.92). 0.93 (p <0.001, z=4.46). 1 (»p<0.001, z=4.50).

33. EHRTFKE

NN RV B R HE R AN A 3 s . AEFEAM, ANVREISFEA) TR EAE 5.17 BLF,
NS A) A EAE 4.00 AR o 7E T T SRR AR LB BRI, NS B0 T3 ) K B 4 BIIA 51 4.71~6.75
4.80~6.10 LA 5.33~6.16. /NIRAET-TRI] . HEHFIIAI P38 BRI~ 24 0] FAC B2 S R T R B I e v i, 20
HIEF] 4.92~6.18. 4.90~6.57 LA 5.63~6.16

SRR FREELEL, AT RN 4R FRE BRI Tau-U E73 579 0.94 (p < 0.01, z =
3.22). 097 (p<0.01,z=3.23), 1 (p<0.01,z=3.13), /NETHH. ZEFFAFIEEE K Tau-U H 5508
1(p<0.001,z=3.55). 1(p<0.001,z=3.46). 1 (p<0.01,z=3.24).

G55 AR EE HEAT AL Tau-U (EITHEIR, SELAR-TF6) FREMEL, TR, 40
BB Tau-U 53518 0.97 (p < 0.001, z=4.79). 0.98 (p <0.001,z=4.73). 1 (p <0.001, z=4.50).

1o 3.0] Fa# B BiEE

7.00
5.00 :

2 WA

1 3 5§ 7 9 11 13 16 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33
i Fr 5 8

Figure 3. Distribution of average sentence length in the participant’s communication sequence

E 3. Wik BRI T FRE S
4. T1ig
FEATI TR, @t AR R E A G T, P94 A8 26 3 5h I3l B R AP 24 7
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KEAR R LA W3 R T, IF B i@ AR SIR 5, W A0 R S 3 I L T 2 v T R T 0 v 3 1
TEE . F BN LR AT ) T o %45 RAE R A A AL R B T DUA 23 = ASD JLEEAAS
MG TR RIS, B ) S R B AT A G I, P 4 gl IR RE B3 v T AR 4 0
(VA IE A . T BNAE LR AP A) KB . g 4R ASD J L8 it AR A6 A AI0 % 4 AR T iy 21
P32 0 1 e T AGERE— BOSCK I 8], I HREE Bez A B 5 s e b . AL 2 —Fh
HAGUESCRE, HT 1M ASD & ##%1E T Al RE — M7 (Wong etal., 2015).  EIRUH /A E 1)
AF R FL R T RSO v, (ELRIT N AR A0 SEAE TR0 T ) A8 ko A v, 3 FH VAL Be A A4 = ASD
JLESIEHES, BEAARERRRAE(Gallant et al., 2017) 0401 IA N 28 (Garcia-Albea et al., 2014). 34T
iR (Dotto-Fojut et al., 2011)5 . IbAh, 2 WUHT A BB 5Tt — B R 0@ S WAL BT ) 43 1E 5 BBh
BEA A SAERF— B E) (an T 705 3 4~ ) (Yamamoto & Isawa, 2020)FF HiZ A4 25 HHT7E 81 (Topuz & Ulke-
Kurkcuoglu, 2019) BT S (K EEF L) (Matos et al., 2019)FIHT IRIVAERT RO N B KK
R, MR FIE RS N) (Gallant et al., 2017; Grosberg & Charlop, 2017)H . {EARFF A, HE ¥ AL S &
SRS RIS R o, ART DAGERE AR AR AL H, IF By DL A ot #2, ik ASD JLE K
FARITESE F9R2], RN 3RA B 2 Mt etley, BB {Rat 7 ASD JLE AL 01 RE I i3 T .

TEAMT T, /INRAE SR 1 (Va8 I E R R B EL B AGE , /T 55%. S0 R4 i
XS RE ) 43 BT B 7R FLAE AR ATONS 1 Hh 7 8 R R A R PR A] R O iE F R ISR I A2 . AINANTERZIN
AATONT T P VA 38 TR R R (H B SR R OK, (RFFTE 50% 2 91% (Ao 456 W S 28 HvA a8 X v 5 R 3
L IRIRAN N = 9 K 1WA K7 ST B ol T N | IR (E B B b G b e 3= o o Y S S ITTR O P R WL (D2 N N ET VAN
WS M ST AR A S, X TR N B 10] ) [m] SN E B TG, 3X P RE 2 S BUNASER AT 1 Hh 74 38 TR AR
RIMATRER FER N @ AL T 0, P4 ) LE SN 16 T (788 B R AR W2 1T, Sk
FH A AL AR AT KA AR AN 0] AU Al STk 75 B ASD JLE #7155 Rk M= 2], FEH LA ASD JL
B AE AL PR U A DGV B VA R0 5, AT U] 6 Bl A B[] I AR 0 [ 2 S 0 0 R B AR TR . R 2%
FHINA ASD F LRI LRI R, BIAnEAE RSB B R, ARATRT B i TX0 T 325 B p st il T
B, —HEEREAE S IIE,  [RI A DA R R 5 R R R A U A A AE B (B i@ X 4 DA
S GE S FRNESE), AT EURA1TCTE: B 3G R AL A 1 5 BB (Keehn et al., 2013; Markram &
Markram, 2010)o A U] P 5 v S i 0 6k 3 o 1) ] 7 R 1 . B ] B — L8 AT O 48 T (191 T g 1) o 5 544
Yo H BIAS 245 o AR T B33, &) CAR TR s sl iRt — MHEZE—— e 448 3 ASD H R TR,
FEEAT — AN ERERIRE, SN 5E B T U R A I ) AN AT BRI [ % o d i AR A I R A
AT LASS T ASD AN A CVEA S BRI SCRE, 5 BARATT D B A Ao SR AL A2 i 5, 1 e A BTy
ST B TR RO, AT EAT A BRI RN, [ B KRR R A £ B8 (MeClannahan & Krantz, 1999).

EIEI, WA LE B IENRBET 10%, Sont EIG@EIT AN HEs =, ERXZEWEF
H1 BAY s HORH A N B ) XA 3 [ Bz o 385 R FH AR O AP F T I R AT 10, B AR R B A< AN
IR R EWE, WA LBV RS R I H B B TR I i is e 3, AR 4E1E
VIE A ES) A ASTRE F3 A B ARG S HEATIE R 4 . #5505 T ASD I iR, RE—
L8 ASD L B A& — & B9E 5 AV A S B R, (HIX 4 58 LT AR BAE Bl A A 2 h 4ERF S5 At A 2 (7]
MEIELE N HR MR K. P2 ASD ] ELEHIE Bk B RN, MATE R W i N
(Marchese et al., 2012; Perez-Gonzalez et al., 2014). AT H T B ASD 2 3] & & S48 AT N I Mg 7R
4, —H ASD % 2] 3% UM AE A IR R H SOV R G, W] DL AT HAE B AR AL A 1 B 3k
Pt 5 22 (R0 1l RS AN TS RAERE

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1412930 634 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1412930

AR REAS gl ST RS PRV AT A W] REAE ASD EH R I —FhE R, 01 WnE £ & J5 a0 v & I 1 B
(e I 5%, A FH AR ) R BB AR AT 08 o W90 DO R X 28d i A T 2 45 1AL 2018 & A5
AR S, (HE AR B ASD 3k N A iE ) — i R 15 5 :(McClannahan & Krantz, 1999). Afi @it
BRI AR FEALAERE ST, HATie & HR e AN B G S T, AR, AN N — A E 2
WA, EHEE) ASD # AR AT 5 NAZ R [FIRT, ik ASD & 5N E5, 50 R MG gL A2 1 3
It HBEE I 1A) (R HERS , ASD 2t R i S Ed — A B0 2 3 AP S8 A B 18 A (497 A AR 4R 175 858 7 A AR A 1)
JHIAY, MM T BRI A . 7 Yamamoto & Isawa (2020)F1 Topuz and Ulke-Kurkcuoglu (2019)H]
BT R oRTE, AL SO ASD JLE AN I AR, ASD JLE 4 H R T ANET A
TR S E ST AT A S SRR A A5 5 .

AT A 5] N6 FREX 18 F ORI PR E NS &R ASD LB AE AT 1 i 72
T E R — TR WIE R « ZEHT AR ASD LB VA8 152 e B AH S 78 B MAE 5 1 T Re A B2 H RO
VIBE REFEAT IR, BIWvEAh ASD JLELEAE T R EH EA RN IE 2 A 4ERERE S (Charlop &
Milstein, 1989; MacDonald et al., 2009), FHXTHRZ 45518 5 WORTE bt 1T 45 A . EAHFEIRE S DIRe
s ([ B RS e ), AN RN ) - BE (B an “ARGEE” A “AREF, BatR T 4”7 )Rl B ASD )L E AN [ 1)
S RBRI . AT, EIRLW, PRI FRELE 5.17 UF, NREF A KA 4.00
AR FETTUH. dERp A FRE B, AINARFUNRI P67 REY BE m T LM, JF BRRRHE A
FAX — SRR BPRES , HERFAE 4.71~6.57 Z 18] TR M A) 7 K BER BRI AL TS, ASD
JUEEIOULJZ T 135 5 R e I REIRTF B R 3R o PR A4 9 iU AE T 1005~ 39 B0 74K B DR FR A2 AR — SRl
SPRRPIRAS , F I DS ) T BB SR 52 BUAS R SEBR 1B A K RE RN o FEAHI FEr, BORARARE P 44 B i (0 R 31
KR T AR EESIA, AH Y ORUEAE SEEG HhoR AN 7 AR R ST P se g fs i i) As &, HUON RSBl
B TRPvaaE A . TR S, M SERiE 5 RIARE T /N, AT R LAS 5 2 S i) v 8
MAE S, TAE 0] 7K EIR1G gt — B 52 Tt

5. B4

BRI , AHE TS M A A U R BRI  ASD LB AR IR BE T (T FUh, R
WEFEEAE A B ASD JLEE >J 15 )05 T RER B HE SERMAURCHS 1 AR 2T e 2 18 57, (ELRANAC AL AL R ¢
ARATHRARTE ASD )L AE IR IR v (R0 3 AR AR 5 R AER 1k, B RT3 B ASD LB 72X 3 o
PR KIS A . 2 TSR, AU R B AR e it ASD LB A A T A O, B
ALY K ASD JLEE 5 HORFEE R A Sk At NS L5l B ASD ) L2 2 37 B 78 2 i1 IR S H
I TES 5 B 78 Hp 08 75 L — DR T ik ASD 2% A2 K IR AIE FI A5 B8 0 R, AT A6 4 22 % i
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