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Abstract

This study uses character pictures as experimental materials, and compares the processing charac-
teristics of two types of memory errors, false memory (commission error) and Misremember (omis-
sion error) through feature confusion with reference to the DRM paradigm. Experiment 1 showed
that the false re-recognition rate induced by the character pictures caused by the confusion of similar
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characteristics caused by “similar appearance and real non-appearance” was significantly higher
than that of the unrelated stimulus map, and the false memory effect was significant, and the response
of false re-recognition was significantly longer than that of real re-recognition. Experiment 2 showed
that the miss re-recognition rate of the character pictures caused by the confusion of significant fea-
tures caused by “similar shapes and real similarities” was significantly higher than that of the unre-
lated stimulus images, and the misremember effect was significant, and the reaction of miss re-recog-
nition was significantly longer than that of real re-recognition. The experimental results show that
the two types of memory errors have real existence, similar feature confusion can induce high false
memory, while salient feature confusion can induce high misremember, and feature confusion will
make individuals spend a longer time searching and comparing features.
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1. 5]

ANERCRZ MR B EHZ S R ATRE, BAEHEMIRE, e ZER @i R e &
I FH iR (Schacter & Addis, 2007). B, AATIFE HH LR 2 UK AN SNER U AEHA, tha BB 0A
RN 7R BB 1 M, T A BERE At/ ik IE R A ok, IX a4 A it i1 12 30 G 488 Tc A2 a5 iR
Schacter et al. (2003)48 i« AZSHCIZAFAE L KBRS : %5 ¥ (Transience). 0> /N7E £ (absent-mindedness). BH
ZE(blocking). 4Hi%iA & (Misattribution). 5 32l (suggestibility)« i [ (bias)F13 5 (persistence) . 1E1Z2X L
K2 SEEFHCAZENR, Hh R E . 5 2B A A S EC 12 B 5 515 KRR C1Z(False
memory), [ ARE TR ICIZANZ B C& g i, SeE i s 85 R AR A B3 %
SEMAMA W BEA %% (Roediger & McDemrott, 1995).

Deese (1959)f H B HHIPAR SEEG Y0 200 78104245 BN LRHE, RIUBEIH I “15 AN B, Bigk
A B S HAE — Lo 7R R B B I R S R 1A AT S B A A A R A e AR AR P B I
FrrE A R B 1995 4F, Roediger & McDermott (1995)% Deese FSEE8 Y it 47 20tk , FE AL T 7T False
memory {125 #iL5256075 0(DRM 3256 7550) . DRM SE46 Yo xUHR At 177 88 17517 v] LAZS & 157 False memory HF
JIEHE, BEE 51K T ABRPERT RG], O RS K SRR =X S B N 25 (Wade et al., 2007). BFFT
FHARH T BRSSO (1965) U JRIZEEE 8 (Brainerd, Wright, Reyna, & Mojardin, 2001) RJ§ I
JFE & (Johnson, Hashtroudi, & Lindsay, 1993). sAILEELAY (Arndt & Hirshman, 1998). &/ bl 2 16
(McDermott & Watson, 200 1) R S B A FE False memory 7= A= [P .

Bl & B RN, AAT1X) False memory [ NP AR IIA IR . Pezdek & Lam (2007)K F SCHk 1T &
1%, id PsycINFO £5% LA False memory NGB 18 3L, AKHE &AM 78 A B Al B i AT 45 e 2 4R
SR AR EE LA R IR L2 8 R . DRM JudOCBGAIZE 1R . 22 ] FUOR 2 IR
RIS IBAT 55 58 S HoAth i 1245 1% - Pezdek Al Lam YCAHF 72 & A1 13l H AR E False memory, AT R A 4
B HENRIEAZA FR A False memory (T7AX A FEAN 5 BN FTY 13.1%) . Pezdek A1 Lam 73X — 5 3
# J % 4E (Consciousness and Cognition) HT] 2007 £ 16 %5 2~17 7. Hi#IZ&, (Consciousness and
Cognition) 'E43 X 55 S5 Ja T 5 18~28 TR FE T Wade et al. (2007)FIEFA T SC, %18 3CH Pezdek I

ik

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.159534 442 LB A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.159534
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

X7k 4

Lam [0 s BE 4T85 0% . Loftus 26 N HHT 8 A Pezdek A1 Lam $& H 1M AL, AT 1IA N Pezdek F1 Lam /&
FF—AMNAEE TR HGE, Pezdek F1 Lam & X 2E4H/N T False memory FIZMNE, 17801 € TiLHRK
X} False memory IR 7. JLMZEALH False memory A FiAMYHERE T False memory FIK fE, 1 HAEARKM
TIF 504 2k S48 H B K DT ik A B AT TR AR 2 Ae 245 1% . AT False memory BE AT B & 45T AE A (1,
LECIROR AR iR TR IRy v

X} False memory —ii], BN 2# MG AFFME, —FEEIONEZERICTZ, FIh—FEEfEA N
R IRILZ . 1R L EHINRA—, K8 505N False memory F8/MAK %A 4 1 S0 A2
LRSI AR IR, (BB E AN False memory 24848 75 (I FAE AN & A &0 i e A2 8
WA, B DRM 8 H 2 S il A W i im (ki i, 230, sk A, 2022). AR F AN
False memory MY ELIEMEK A A P I F N ARE TR, RN Wa MR A 15 B H A
FEHCAZ A R A, B AR AE AR ARG #1/F A False memory 7245 TR AR(IE E 7, T 408, 3K XA, 2009).
FH UG TR 1) ] @ 2 False memory 2 75 A PLEL & 486 (1285 1%, FEICIZ B AR B, e S A 2
BB, BF VRS NE I LR A AE T e B TR EER SRR E R, MEKLE
P B 3 R TR0 Bt BRI, T AR R A A R AR AR R R, B AR B I )
SERNHBLIE . =ZIORER], XA N E R ICAZ T RIS R, H N LR 5 SR W B AR ST
—ANE

N T P LML RN TRRE, B R RIC - FATEEN, ARYE DRM SEge i 5
L, B RHE VA 7 2 K AR AR SRR RN . TR € SO R RIAAZ (False memory), &
# € UM RIEZ(Misremember), B0 A FIE R FIRRAIE 5 2

2. ARG E

4% DRM sEgaya U B, = QI 1 O B 5] 2 5 R s B R A, AT Flad i B\ S Be A k)
TRV RFE S SRR O AZ AR R ICAZ P ACAZ B R AN THRFIE . S48 — 2R A DR BN (e 350 i Ak 2 0 o< o
LR, B HUICH B SR GAR LR 88 BRIC I BO AR B 2 b, F5E “TBASEAE” A
P& 15 23 B AR R IR RN, AR R S8 — X R I ARG AT Ao b B, BIDRE R
BB L AN — S AN A R (N IR e . DB AT AR, B TR R SER” AR T
JRE LR IE BN, g R R, AR

2.1. 38 1 HUIEREN ERICIZARNE

2.1.1. SEHE

SHAFNFEEFE, Phik 80 kIR T NI (20~40 & . 55 0% F) M sz iads k. Fl Adobe
Photoshop 4bFE, 15 AWYIE K /N480 x 344 15 3R). MAMGFESE . XT LU IS FEA—. % 80 sk AWK
Ry RA=H, BHEIADS L%,

PN 40 5k, 7EVRICHBCA I, PR B I —2F,

AR : 20 7K, HICHTBSE B I, FRARY Bodh AT A R AL B Gl I BUE AL B, S5 RICR B
() SAGARA B BT AL BRC I U A S8 2 b, TR “TRALSEE” BB, Wl “IA
7 BSOS, By H AT IZ TR U R0

BrEIH: 205K, FOABTBCEEL, R BAS HIL

2.1.2. iR
A% 30 BEERARIAES I, HP 5. &% 15 N #aREREEAE 19~25 ZCPYER 21.9
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B, bREZE =1.53). FrAMEEE B SN, HZ a2 mid UM e, galBoasl . ks
TN ALY -

2.1.3. SEWigit
KA RERADE A HEL FEL BB SERith . BRI R E A icis
ER AR SN o S ML INH FRE TH P BSOS A, R IR A R AR IA 30 11 8 T L 0T L ) S 2 I

2.1.4. SEWIER

B E AR 2 — AR TR s . ISR TR AR FT e LE O AT — MR BRI 2R ST, BARSRER
27, BB RIE TS ARSI MMES =AM B

PHCHT B EORPGRIRAC 60 Tk AP A (FR AL 40 s AITAIALAE 20 5k AW A . A0 A CABEALI
TEREI, Sk (tria)Zw iy : VELA(HEI 500 ms. APE 231 2500 ms. 600~1000 ZZFPFEHLA
B, RIFIHFNT—A trial.

OB B: AT 2 BB AR DR, SRR A U R A R, PR bR R R T B0
TAEICAZ E PRSI TR RS

FABT B ZERP I 60 Tk AV E GEE )T H . IHFA . 60 TKEEE 73 3 Mhakly. &
SEIE: Rk BB 20 5KEE LI HE: AL 20 sRIBRSLIE A R BiE: HrEA
20 sk AT Fr o

SRR CABENL T R, LI R IR (ria) g HER . EBEM () 500 ZF0. 2BE 50 Z2f. B AW
B 233500 =8 s, 600~1000 ZFPBENLT B . A FTRAE 3500 A0 oo #E RIS HEr . THRIWT SR,
K2 3500 AP EIL B A W O, WEEE B3 R IFHNT —A trial. WERH B AHE S8 “BIE
NS B, AR B BE R H I —A “+7 RS HENLA, TREERITF IS, JEER thA e Ha i R
o TER SRR EI L NWE R, 15 URA- 40 Wt () 2 75 2 FHE i BUB B0 I AP . 2 it
ANPETE “F7 8, WRERHIE M ADIEE “17 8. REFBRGFRAE “F7 M “7” 81, idfE
“F7 RHILEAY, “17 REARIS A .. WA A TSR, R E R ITE N .

TEEE ) SCERR AR I 1.

B SO B — AR B
R (6 RS (9
500ms 500ms
25 5t
N 200ms
2500ms )
BB A
3500ms
i .
600-1000ms =57
600-1000ms
\ \

Figure 1. The procedure of task
B 1. EHRIZE

2.1.5. SEIGEER
KH SPSS15.0 B AT 8 ds 3t 47 B H AN S 10 #r o
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FEPRBAAE. FHEL RS IZERF N RN WL 1R,

Table 1. Experiment 1 the memory error rate and reaction time of various pictures (M =+ SD)

1. LH— R EEFHICIZEIRE TR KT (M + SD)

(Yt
IH & FHH Wi
FIREE (%) 34+16 38 +20 25+13
SR (ms) 1053 + 188 1209 + 262 1095 + 197

X N SRR e i R R AT B R R R 27 29T CR A Greenhouse-Geisser /775K IE p
fi). ZiREon, BIFRMEMNEE, F(Q2,58) =412, p=0.034, 0 =0.12. FHFLLERI, FHEHIL
LR R (R RN ) B2 & T H B IE 12852 R (p < 0.001), [HEMCIZAH R R T 2w T 5 Eid iz e
WHE(p=0.05), [HEKICIZERESHRIPICIZEIREZR AR E(p =0.567).

XoF 2 NPV S B 1 s i B AT B Rl R B Uy 22 b IR BN, B R F RN R3S F (2,
58)=8.83, P<0.001, n?=0.23, F/GRIILEAZM, IHEMESEFH AR (p < 0.001)F1% B EHE F
SNER (p = 0.018) A B 5 22K 175 B R AR P SSEET, 1 P P 0 S T DA e I s R80T P P Bk A e e I ) 22
FAEE(p=0.215). HEEMERFARNE > BB EE R R > [HE AR B

2.2. L4 2 R EEWFHER BXHIRICIZAIRZ M

2.2.1. EBHH

KIS PRI A SL568—o LA 80 FRIN T AHRME R M S I b e 0 RN AABLAL, B, A
[ F A AL R N IR RO AL By, 4 R AU RO N AT 2R A e A B (2 AN IR . 1 38 ey i |
R TR sL " .

2.2.2. #iR

MRS 30 BIER ARV ES TR, KA BAE 14 N, &4 16 Ao #FRIEETE 18~25 ¥
CHEER =209 %, brifEZE = 1.89). AR HES N, HZ A Zmid B s, il
NAEFITo LR JE4 T /ANEURIALY . SIBRDSE i B i, RBERRIHIE KB RICIZ IR, &5 29 49
WANBIE G

2.2.3. SERET
KARR RN A RA, HE. FHEL R S5 3t . AR 8 il il &% 28I Fr iiic iz
R SN o S RS RS2 IH B A L S2 TN, R BRI A, B R A IE B 306 I ) e JRE R

2.2.4. SLGIEF
BRFREE 1 —8%, I, 20 A=A B ARFRZRERANE, EIH 60 5k AWK
7 BN AT A ER 1) 20 SkTE R SR A E s B, HTERIAE S 20 sk E R ER T VR R SR 1.

2.2.5. SEIRZER

KH SPSS15.0 AT ¥4 dE AT BB A G 1404

FETRBAEL HEL FE)FLIZ R R N W2 2 BTR.

X5 N R 8 R IV B R R AT R R E R WS 7 Z TR Greenhouse-Geisser /7iEMZIE p
). @RER, BAEMENNEE, F(Q2,56)=13.44, p<0.001, n*=032. FH5LE KM, HEKC
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2R R 2 T IH BERET A2 AR 2 (p < 0.001), 1HEFEAZAS 5 F A ERCIZ R R Z 7 R T
F(p=0292).

Table 2. Experiment 2 the memory error rate and reaction time of various pictures (M + SD)

% 2. S0 = & XE M MITIZESIERRR KM = SD)

(Yt
IHE wHHE wrE
R (%) 30+ 16 52422 24+18
JZ SiE (ms) 1056 257 1378 + 286 1231 277

X 2 NPV B ) S BB AT R R S B 7 2 b . S R RoR, B R RN R E, F2,
56) =26.936, P<0.001, n*=0.49, FH/5HERI, X IHER T FHINR S (p < 0.001)F05 # B E#E
JF NI (p = 0.004)# ZL 5 221K T 060 75 B8 R B SORERS , %of TH P 1 B S F A S o B 3 3241 0 Pl ) DE A
65 RS (p < 0.001)0 75 EIES R TR N SSIT > 37 B IE AR R S B> H PP B0 S TR0 SR LI o
3. Wi
3.1. HERFEF L ERICIZ

SIS 1 ISR BN, NSRRI IR RIAE] T 38%, VLRI T AWAMEMAII B R, (£A
FEAET CRUE AR 2R, G AR R VRYE , BRI S R B s R AR . R AR R T OB R
A B BT I SRR (S e, AR, AR, 2004).

Henkel (2004)38 3 5256 & B 242 I BN IS, AN LB & 8 SRR B 2t R YRR
PR RIETZ . Turney et al. (2017)BCHTIBETE, KA AWE R, 18 ANRSAR T 2 Ged il s i 1Al
HbsZ A ES, 0 Ull] T A AR R BCAZ I P A e R . SRie— FRER FHA
W R AE S IR, 8B A A 9 N EAT el A B, 5 AT FLARAE, (HR R R E S
FAALAL I NP AMEARFE— B R, 0L B AN AT S tid i, B2t AT AMERHE gm0
T T AMERF ML A TESREUN B b, 24 H BN RS AE AR O, A e N 3 2 7 A R AU AR I R
W, STEALSEIE B AN R AR RS

EARERER S, BB B BB 7B R IA(0.25), BAREEMT HE (P < 0.001), (HZH
P11 R A PN SR AR B 2 AT PSR R R A E N SE A RO Fe 45 SR, I LR R . X U B A i LA &
RES R R B AZ . NPT FLAS [F) T H AR kL, AN FLAS 5 5 B N TE 1) B % O (Reinitz,
Lammers, & Cochran, 1992), BI#H EIHR AYE A 5% M B2 A E A E T FLRFAE . AMERHE
S ERFEAARAL,  HR NPT AL AR S AAAE I AR SRR, BT DT LA B A 5 Kk T 8
REAB A
3.2. BEMFEREFAEZIBIRICIZ

S 2 AR IR, R IR R AR (RS B Z AT ESE AR IERAE R I L, BRI
ANPERFARIE ] T 0.52, BB —F (2% 2 W B S Dt i) Aok N A I g A it o R S s
FIFAY, BESRTHALRHES R — 80 (R B TAMNBARE E SR EA 20, &R B35 R IRIE,
PRELARIL, 33T 6F T2 S5 S v g N7 A 25 s ) IR R S

SEHG 2 5SS 1 AR R AR L N AT A A B, R NI A I — B/ NRRAE, {H 2
(R AR T S ML B NPT FLARAE . S5IRRIE — 3, RAIAEE o AT AS BRI AW 50 it i R 3
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HARSCR IR, SR P A TRFIE RN B o A2 AR R R AT SR (IR, 8, KT, 2013),
SEHUTBL AATTHE S ot B AL 5 B 15 S A K A BG A B AT AR SCHR AR A UL R AN 2 ZE R, AT
X 2N G BEAT . Al N 2 BEPORITRT, Bl i A N BETRAIE, ok 5 g gt
HIRNGE B BN AEAH LS, 38 B 2B VEVR I, AT R AR AL B AW it B A0

FIREAEAFE R, Bl R A E R A B T B BRI (30%), EARLE AL R
FMNAMEAL ZIIARAE, BRI SEFMETT S, 30%M AT R AR R U m . X UL A fLA
SR R B I HHRACAZ « AT FLAE N — 4 R RE, i+ AN FLAS B A7 AR (045 B B O
AR NERRFIE . AMERRFIESE, X RHIEAEAE AR BIT. [F N AW AL IR AR I AOIN T, AT 0 A
FAEIN TR, S, 2011). O K& AW TR W A I FLIR B AT N 58 TAREN . RltAE
ZnhdfrBe, T RERAEA 2, AAVEEAE SR 2 015 2. 2 THIB I TAMRER e kT
NIEVBEARRAE, N AR NS B2 AT, ERRERERE, (S5 Bkl
A BRI A, P AR

3.3. ERICIZSRRIBIZI a4

FEARACAZ AT L3 T8 X (Roediger & McDemrott, 1995), F&(Midr, T L8, 2010)LLEFHRh T, X
e, HERELE, 2010)E A AR RBRER RN =4 . S22 (IS RRE, HiRid iz maig B —, @il
KIRERBR, AR

SEEG 1 FASEEG 2 14h SR AT DU SRVFAS DU EE 10 SR AR o AR SRIFAT I EE 2 (Johnson et al., 1993), 1212
PRI AR 52 ) W o 328 6 O [ R R RT 200 o AN [R] i [ RRAE B 2 S EUS AN R BOAR A, 4R FH B8 A AR
HEHEAT HITIS , x4 m R A R ™ 5 BIARAESEAT I, 23 mledise. SLOe 1, TRAISRIEr A
WOE 15 I Bt BAR A0S B N R, AR VRV, SR A T ARG B A bR v AT 0
SRR I, RSN ARG N 1B RS, SEES 2, BT R SE R BN I T R
ik, AR 7 AR EO™ I B bR A3 AT W, A0 T S 3 MR AR A A N B BB

[FERF, P99 S 6 (1) &5 SR AR AR o] DA AR DT BC A Y SR (Arndt & Hirshman, 1998). JEASEAER N5 2%
SIB B I H AR N YRIE A AR SR A VS ECRE FE, By L= A 7 850 v 1 ARk, AT R 46 s g N0l et 7 1R 7
(AR R T R e S R AN B 2 TR B S IR AR AL AR T “SBTRRAE” , BTRRAE BRI T B i B
B A B AR RS, TR ) AN 7 B R S M

EARMTERER R, L8 — AR AW 0.38, MIsLL 2 PR AR TR I ELF = IE 0.52.
EORSEG 1 FISRES 2 A F ORI B, (H@ NS AR R AR R (D LUk G, S50 1 FISEEs 2 (1)
FEIAR ZEAN R o X Ul B S50 (A IR IC 25 & B EAZ 1. A8 B B BRI 1% B A LL ) 22 7
KA KGNS, ARSI KA I ANWTFLE R, AL — 85 8 PRI (R A &AW 45 Fi 41
HRE( AL RS (RS, SOAEME, 2011). ARSI IR B A THTFL AR A Y SREAE R 4D REAE L 7]
SRR, T AR T LA A N SRR AL T AN RFAIE(ELlis, Shepherd, & Davies, 1979). 5256 1 e A
V2 2o B S I B AR T AL T AR, 35 Tk AR T AL AR ) R P AR AR A T AR AR, B
DAY AN )R AR FACR AR AR 51(0.38) 0 FETT(2012)FE NS Fa i, 4 N1 FLA 44 2 PEAS L0 12,
SEES 2 @A INAREE . T ER SRR RS 7R AL IR A, BRI TR R R A

3.4. BREIZNBRIEICEESRESHIRRER

A 1 RIS SRR, R R A B R LI R 2 K T LS B AR AR R Y SR o BRAN [RIF S AE
SNEI BB A 225, (HI2 5 DUAE B Fi 45 SR 2 A — B HI(Endl, Walla, Lindinger, Deecke, & Lang, 1999);
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(Schacter, Buckner, Koutstaal, Dale, & Rosen, 1997; B, 2012; F T, 2012). WHEBHAELE
SEFAHFEE Z N T3UR. BRI A, BT ANEABULE d i B = B s, A Bk il A
SREV AR, ABAESE I B TR e SE ) I N R T FURHE S5 B AR N 22 00), A4S T 4 i B B i)
FARSRIEAT W AL A N . DRIAMA TR ZLHFE R 2 SR, SRBEZ AFE, WREL . B
FEMIR ZRHE B SR BRI ST, 2012) 0 BRAMATE JI T BT S S R] I N W0 R B A 2 ST R Bt
I, AH R AR PN L B S B TH AR SE 2 0 LN R], S T R AEC AR B SR A2 AN ]

S 2 A RN, TSR SR AN IR R % T A R B S N I 25K T LS B AR I A A 5 1 S B I o
TR LR AR M B 2T R, BEAREMARE. LB, T B AY), BTH
7 HTRRAE, VR R A B2 IR SR B VT BC AR AR, A At v FE AR Al N A A4l
BERFIRTIN B 2L 2 A DN L, DR AR SE 2 BN N 4IRS AR R (2012) A I — 3. &
REMHEMF A P IFEE R “HRidL” B — N2 R R AT T, AR AEAR IR 70 iR R B T X
e T A0 B R A T QR ) ZEA Tl IR AT (e ) o W] T B IR PN L S AT R EE 2 N

R PR AR K AR B s o I I, AR PR R 2 I R R WA R Y, BAA
REAR PR IAFHAS VR PR M AN — R SO, H R AR P DRI R PR R T — M R A Ik . I HLSEAR
FROAAIES 1% FF A ALE SO I A 2 KT S MR SRR e, 1 B BARAMARAT O A e A R i
FRIABER R AT, HR MR A RN T 75 EE AR TE 2 i T8 K.

I REAE AR R A, AR P AR SR (1378 ms) 22 LU R A A ¥ SR (1209 ms) K T4 170 ms. /T
[ 977 45(2009) 38 3 27 2] —— FATE 2R I T IR I ) S S I S 4 25 1 T R R K S SN o SR T RE U P T
RPN LR U H AR 2 1N LHE? JF H BB R Z 2 A AR ] R Ts 3l 2 TR AR AEAT
KFEEF, TERATFE PRI

4. &g

HEABACAZ AN RICAZ AT I B VR A P R 2K

FRAAVEARFAE TR U5 R REBOCAZ, TSR & PRI VR I U5 R SE 2 B RE 12 .

Tt R ECIZE R R ICIZH S S E 2 IR R, R M KA R T R R S T
B AHERZ MR R T 7 A AL A2 R

E&WE

0P RN 57 A 27 AN B ML 352 AR 22 B5%) 2023 FEREH RV — MRS (GEFRHMERE TR
WICIZHETWY , TH%S: 2023SB2S.

SE 3k

A, R, FAMEAE004). HARICIZE MR RN SLIGHT . WA OB, (1), 3-8.

B EQ012). BN EE AL RICIZRAN., O BEFLF, 35(3), 574-580.

Hi4T, T EIE2010). MBS KRBT RGN, OFFFIR, 42(2), 193-199.

mhafr, xR, ERMBAE(2010). WEFTRREHRICIZIIEN. WA O, 16(2), 146-153.

EEB;, E40k, KEM2009). “%3-FN TP FERICIZI ERP /S, OFEFI 32(5), 1127-1130.
M55, 2577, kBER)(2012). ARMALEREAETFLIRANZE R, OEFIF, 35(6), 1349-1352.

IR, FEAMEMF2011). EFLIRG] PRI T SR T, 0 ZEF AR, 19(8), 1126-1137.
F53T(2012). MEARICIZ I BE AR S B — TR BB BRI C. /UM Z Y T4 TR, 48(4), 96-99.
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