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HRRDOER L T4 Aa—A
s~ DL & BRI 7 4 A 2 — 25 OB

i B e\

F—T—FHERER, £, B¥AL, T4 A a— AWM, HERT 4 A a— 250, BT A ME
1. IZL®I

H#EZH (organizational change) (ZBI9 278128\ T, MBI I ZHRBlOMED
BRRICAFZE BRI > 7 ) 7 M2 AR TEE E 25 T &7z, B2 I1X8E R FRHiE E%0 X 9 12,
HREERIC B BHEE T ERMEERN 2 L2 AT LA ¥ 4 7 THZ, WIFOERT & Ei % Hx e
AL =SS BTNV OR YR EwmT A0, £ Lzary 7 ) s MHEELT S, TOX ) R
S e MRE R ORA %, RANEY Ve W) MIKIT 52 2 L TRl L& D & L2200
7812, Hatch (1997) Z2HF5 2N TE S, MLIC X, FHENEECAITNE N, &,
CNETEY A MHPHEEL TE 72— RERBEZFMET L2 L1, KX MEF =X M OWI%E
B> TWwhb End,

RAMNEY V2, BOTHEENIZHAONTBY, ZOERLERIIFMFIICE > T2%RD
HBEDLZHFNRHETH S, Z0720, WIEHEICL > THhIHMHMEDORVHFELZ T ES, 4%l
EBRADNET VeV NRTF A A EIITHAETRD $72, 2Tl TSI AT
5F%F—T—FD1D2THAHH). LT, ZOMKMRERE V) ROHT, EAERBRO PO T 4
Aa—A (discourse : Hat) (25 HTHMEN A I N>DOH % (Grant et al,, 2004). HFEKT 1
AT =2 B THMEEED L7225 B.0HE, MV L THBORT 2714 20—
AN Ko THEE SN, FRFIZT 4 23— ZAEED MR EBIC L o TED X5 ITHIERIICHEE S
LHhEHETHZEICHDH (Mumby & Clair, 1997)0 S D X 912, ML BREE 72 50785t
RETHHMET 4 AT =AW, PIZITHIRIC BT 2AHHR T — - KUY T4 2 R, HDWiE
BHR) =¥ =y 7hE, FRERNLMBIHLZ RN L7 70 —F L LT, £OWERERH
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i S5 e ]

BPEOBEEAER S NGO TV 5 (FiJE, 2005, 2010 5 fRE - ¢, 2012),

Ao I, Lo X9 RHEIZEOBINICH - T, kT 1+ 23— ZAFED, BREOEM %
WFEE RS 200 ke LT, FE8FLERRET 2 HEENHELE LT, WhZRbH LW
BERLRBEL TLNINEOWTHET LI ETH D, 22 TEY, #EMMELSE LT, Mk
BRI LCTAAI—R - 770 —F %M T 2RO L, (EROMME T L Ol
LHL2IZT 5, KIC, MBEFEOMZICH LTEBICT 4 22— - 77 —F 2HH L7205
FHDOWL ONEMBIL, TIN5 ORATHIED HEN L BARN R EIC OV TR 5, #
LT fAaDT7F4 A= -7 708 —FOHFTEH, L)DLIFHHMT 4 23— ZX5H# (Critical
Discourse Analysis) %%, FELOWIZEEMZ XD Vo Z) 5 EMITDICLREHE»EZIRMT 5. &
BRICF LD LSBROMPEREII OV THE TS,

2. MIRERELT 1 23—

HMRRAE T A58, S99 FTL 4L Lewin 2 E T A7V —7 - ¥4 F 3 7 2% HMIC
JEBH X N7 ##kBA%8 5 (Organizational Development : LLF OD) ICZFDHiFEN LS55, OD £
MRIZBWT, FEEZEEBNTHHN MBI Z LA L, L2 TERM M ABRZE T
~EHEY) 22 RLRRZ ¥E (planed change) % EH S 4 720 Ok 4 AL TENIHRE S L2 ZDH%, B
DITAERICEH T AT —Y = ¥ Mg (Burgelman & Sayles, 1986 ; Kanter, 1983 ; Kotter, 1978)
RHMEN —T 1V EEEBR L OMMREHR L X9 & L7HRRSULER (Schein, 1985) Ak H i
(Argyris & Schon, 1978) 7 &, MMKEHICHE T 2L LML ETVNEL TS X910k 5,
INOHFEA DI, NEETHMBEEOERIIX 4 TIH LA, LHF2FEMT HE, GHKT
A HFRANERE AT 2 DIZBBEA DD ), T 2 EEZMRS L) SR L LTk
FARRHARAED 4~ 7 T BRI RSP E LN DL e T OERT, AIFENZHE (emergent
change) ZZHElL LTHAL TS LS 2% (Hatch, 1997), ZD%, #ELFwHO 7L —24 17—
7ML, FHERESE L AIRINEY, HEVIEENSICHEN G AT AV D - 2L VELTD
Fy T VEEERNLT y TEE R ED GEERALL ) ERAL T L =L T =7,
B 21X Nadler 5 (1995) % Tushman & O'Reilly III (1997) 12X o TR EN TV 5,

C D& ITHIRZE R I A 2B AR O T U 5T & 7243, Tsoukas (2005) (%, ZBIAH
ORI BB EIGE T 21TE 3 35%% (Behaviorist) %°, EENARZFBZ AL 3 2BMER
# (Cognitivist) [ Z6f LT, M#RZEFAH EBINIIEE S NS &3 L0588 O % Sl 1384 (Dis-
cursivist) & L, B=OMFRENIME DT TS, 3DODVHOKEIZ, ME1IDXLHIITRTI
ENTE D,

Tsoukas (2 & AU, 1TEEFRF I AM OB - FOSET NV EHRE LTBY, ZHIRHMD X 5
GRIMAEZEZ LT E, THEDLDLENLON—VEEET LI LIZE o TITHIEEVMREINE LT 5,
Jeik @ Lewin % Kotter 1£, ZOfTHEFEICHEINT WL, —T, ANHPITEEET HHiEK &
LT, €b2b%2) LIATHERILE VL OBERN SR AERE R OO0~y THHEZW|I LN
BTN R O%\, £)FERDLVEGVPREMERETDH S, RENLRIFEEIC Huff 2 H1F TV 575,
BHEOTITRDOA I NVET NV EV)NHIERZHTH I LT, BAMEREFITHEREOR
ekl L) T 0 THL, €LT, EBNGREMIHADERIZEL > TEREZFERL L9
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HKEK1 MEBEEICXHT S 3O0IG

HREOLS | TR TEFH IR - 458

frobis | GR0 WMRNR SORCEALE | o homtinT s » 540 5 2l
(Behaviorist) =BG | ATEER

T ‘ TS & LCORRT 2 70 | M4 MRS 11T 2 HHLE S %
(Cognitivist) A AR 7 4 & L CORBIG 7 MR IR & Hi R
S ERY . MLOERPREME LI | BITHRSHTAICERL, £¥EPLD
iscursivist) | P ey Lo mmonn | £ AL b a0

HiFr) Tsoukas (2005), pp.97-98123k0 & §eFr A3k,

ERMT ZRMERE LT, ANLADITBNEZ AT 57 4 AT — A% U CHEBIMICEEHE
BENBILZMETLIERERLIX, T4 A2 — ADFITH (performative) 7 X 127 EHT %,
F72, MMRAEFICHT A% EZ T4 A2 — ZOBIRA kD 5 &, Heracleous & Barrett (2001)
X, KER2DIXHI 4507 70 —FPHEHETLZE2FRLTWS,
WHICEIUL, BEINT TO—FIETF A AT —AZEEOBAEHA, Lk L2472 &

7o TEFHMADIZODOEAVTEBRIRSET5 L) X ik, & LABLOMBICHKIET M
Ml bo T72, WHT T O —FEFA AT —RBITHBEDT AT VT4 T4 R8T — RS
B WA EALE DT, RGBS A4 A ERREO T —¥ (BB 7 vF T —X
(RIEEWHEHE) ZIkET5 Y 7 —¥ (AEWHEHE) OBNZ b TEARETVEMEL L) &
Tho 29 L7z IRV R BARNE, Bl IRERLANVIIBWTIREEOHEMES S LK L ol
£, L AVIZBWTIZIZze (I7h) L~xro (g ok 2ERLEE, 714 Xa2— 20
WKHIL, 2225 2iAMICIRA LD 32807 7 a—F1%, HREFEIZB W THRD TH
RIZEERIE R D TOHMIL, Akt THRMRZF IS T 4 23— 252 RHT 2 6%)
PEZOWTHETT ABFE T 5, SIS, ZHEBREEZIVFIAFI v 7 IERBLE) TS
E7 NV E LT, Giddens DEEALIIGRICIED WM 7 70 —F 25T %, FHMO@E Y, ik
AT AL O EW B Z SR AR LS, uy FrofBRfisicB 2\ S A
T LADERNFH %W L, ETFTIVOZLENIBIFESNTWAS, &3, Heracleous & Barrett (2001)
I¥, DeSanctis & Poole (1994) ®i#)5HHE S LR (adaptive structuration theory) % H( Y LiF T
FWRpo72h, FEiEA ) N—=2 a3 YRRV T T 23— - 7 7u—F 2R
HLU72HFEMEE LTED T 5 s 2 L 2%\, Heracleous b DFE/R L 7-fE N 7 70— F
b, T4 A= - 77u—F 2RI HMMEENIE L L COIRFICBINadEme R LTW 5
A, MIEIZBR D 238 2 DO TEOMEHIB DORERIZIED 720,

—75, Grant & (2005) &, MFEEFEMIECT A AT—A - T TU—F 2 BATHHH, KOS
DOMEDERPHIEZ 7R L T NLETH A ) LibRTwb, Thbb, 1) &ML
EW L L COMBET (74 A2 — A% BN LRFBREOHIIE LTRZT), 2) s h/z®
TRE LCOMBEE (74 23— 2 &2 LREMWEROBMARE LTRZT), 3) W77 X MYLBIR
ELTOMBEY (F4 AT—A%RL57 27 2 MIOBAREEE LTREY), 4) SRR
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i) Heracleous & Barrett(2001), p.756.

FiEa T ML (F4 AT—AZM) BRA BT EEZEA L7 7 —F 250§

%), BLU5) BEEWZEHEAD 5 OZ K -
7R ML 7 SEBNIC B S T & 72 %E
%%ﬁ?é & THIMRZ SR~ Ly

WIH)DTH Do
MBI T 29812 H > C, Grant 5OE L2 1) 225 3) &, MkEWMY B 74 23
—AEGHT DT L TRONDMEEBEOHHNEZ, 4) L 5) BEHET 1+ Aa— A0z H
52 L THEAEINLIMAETEOF ML, ThERENLTWLEFE R %,
Y RAT—RAEV)BIREBREATL L, EkOT 70

3T

Z I CHIRA R L) KRR
—FEHELT, E@l5&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁbé#%ﬁtf%tﬁ,kt
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L&,
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MERDOEH L 74 A a—A

Bwve MREREIDPEVL OO, HFEMBER LT A AT -2 0 T OFET" HMEN 5
X RY, ZOHBCEHLTnE, BFlzIX, ZFEBEOMKL L ERREDH (voice) ZHwv
FF 572088k T 4 A2 — Z1FEHT 098 (Anderson, 2005 ; Collins & Rainwater, 2005), %%
FRRED LEHETLIERELTT A A2 —ADOKEEIZE H 3 50 %8 (Heracleous & Bar-
rett, 2001 ; Leitch & Davenport, 2007 ; Whittle, Suhomlinova & Mueller, 2010), & % W7 4 &
T—=ADFHN & o TEFBIRIIBIT ZHERBREOT A T2 74 74 RIESLHFED X9 I25H
SN 0% T 54078 (Beech & Johnson, 2005 ; Jian, 2011 ; Tietze, 2005) 7 &, k% &
ZTAZAT=A L) BEPLHED &9 LT ARFIIHMO—EE /285 Twd, AaTIE, Z
NS DOEATHIED T D FRIZBRZE WIFSE 2 47 5 T 5 Anderson (2005), Whittle, Suhomlinova
& Mueller (2010), £ LT Jian (2011) OFEFIZIDY LiF, ZOMMEMEIIOVWTELEL TV I,

3.1 ZTEBREOFEBEMEE#RTT « 20— XDH#ELNDESR : Anderson (2005)
3.1.1 MEEH

AR OBGE, MREFEOMBIZBENT, MkA o N—IMBFOFFEZFH L 2236 b, A
DI2DDTAAT=A% ED LI IZAIEL TV EPIOWTHLPIIT LI L THL, ZOW,
BFLfLA & LT, Bakhtin (1984) O 5% (double-voiced words)? 2R & T\ %, Ander-
son & Z OBEEE VT, HfkA YN =250 LTl E E RROEIRICH ) SV &2 DT 50 12%E
HLTw3,
3.1.2 HEMR - 7—HINE - HFHE

TA—=NVFT—=2 L L CEESNAAEEL, RKEOI Y Ea—FHE#ON, 727 A—H—"T, [H
HOFEEFHOKEEZH TS BPR 70T 27 M O—XA =L LT, H1HF L) PRMITHE~R3S
REM D O hn#E%E (participant observation) ZfTWTF—# ZNELTW5, 72, Mimicro
Va7 boayxyN—=5 N LT, FEbf ¥y Ea— 25 5 RFRIZEEBL T 5. IUE
ENbT VA7) T - F—=%1%, Glaser & Strauss ® GT (grounded theory) O T X 12H#E L
THH - A Tb NI,
3.1.3 ¥REX

AIFFRTHS PR o722 81E, FI8, HEA v N—0 FHESEE, Mkodhod s4ED
F—RN=Y A TI) VOFITHFRT B TITbN Tz, B, £ LD i) OFEEIL,
AFRZEDOITCRIZBWT, HDH A UN=DHOLITHETIFRERTREBHFNEE, Mofee 2~
WN=IZESTHRV =T 4 YMLENDTHLH)BMBENE L ) TLHESIT SN &) IZfrbhTw
726
3.1.4 T

AR 1, MR A N2 X o TRFBRAICHER TE MR SN TV L EEO B8y — U 3F
T LGV 20X ) kBl 2 Bt IC 3 21, MkA X N=DBET DTV B EEIZOWT
BT 5, Tabb, HEEZTWAZLZHEHEONL O (HEOSHMEMN) Lo TSHT
HZEIZEST, ANAD—HIICHIE ZEN S HIHIA R IR T AL ER DI LN TE 5,
%S, MBI A L WEROEANNIL, TOEEOZYUMNEZ L) FII kAL T4 AT~
ADKEET HH, RHTHERLZLDLLTHEOND, DEDHLVERICHTLFIF V-7
4 A= ZAHGATT BEFEIC R o T T, D% < OMHRA ¥ /N —=H3Z % DEEERIZERH L
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it JUHE ]
TIHTH b,

3.2 ZEERBED/-HDT «+ 20— AHEED A : Whittle, Suhomlinova & Mueller (2010)
3.2.1 [EE®E

AWFZE T, EOF—"7—F [flEOJE} (Funnel to Interests) ] IZHISREN TS K9
12, MRREEOMIIBNT, BEL— Y Y MFERREONEEL 1 DOH NS S X9
BIEET, T4 22— A2TARET 20T 5 EHME SN TS, BT 75— %
N7 — 2 35w (Actor Network Theory) O#ER (translation) " #t& % H\\C, 7— ¥ M ThHbh
TWwb,
3.2.2 FRMR - 7—FUNE - PR E

KEOE=X s ¥ —L L THE®HIEL 1T > T b Back2Work & W 9 flfkicBWT, KikHE 77—
I N— 2T HHHB Y AT JEAOBESHEORRE o7z E47— 5 ONERIE, 3012
BERIEREEA v 7 ¥ a—, ZiECHHE % E H 4 OB Z 1821 - T - 72 ES Y BIZE (non-
participant observation), € L C¥ A7 LB ADFHIZHDLE S A —VRETH 5.
3.2.3 RREXE

FREOWUE T — 7 &N RFFEIL, FTEEOTRSLERIIOVT, HBRTATAT
REBAHARICE LT 28R THREIC L > T2z FHEIBZ O Tz, 2L T, ZoO#FTIZE
HPI—T 2y MIEoT, FEMREOMGELZELDY, POLEHWPLEMTLZ %L, §
LR R IEL 2 0 B CEBER SNz, 518, HEOIELEE, L YbIgEY T
VAL d T4 A - A2 ML TEREINTNZDTH b,
3.2.4 T

R L, MERICBT 2SR FERREOMEREZRT 2, d50IEL R HEEDbRVEWY
) B EFEIED L) ICERDT ONLLERDH L, TOBE, T4 AT—AIL, £ L-FERE
KT HBICEETHY, TOREIX, EEOFRIFATEDOLIRICAHDEOOMBORN % EHKT
% R FERL A (framing) %X D RENIKAET 50 TNW R, HBEFEIIHH- T, DL %
TAAD—ZAWIFIE Vo Z ) A RGEME D,

33 TPATUT A T1EREEENEERDER | Jian (2011)
3.3.1 MEEH

BRIIBIF LI 70 (ITRAEER) xru (Mik3E) &oMEERBRIIOVWT, 74 Aa—
AETATFYT AT A OBRICESEZ L TEAS, £% (change) Tld7 { £# 1t (changing)
DIZODETFTNEIIRT D2 ENAHEOMLTH S (MEKIBW) ., 7— & RS 5 12 8%
&L LT, MXFDOT 4 AT—A (discourse) & KLFDT 1+ XA a—A (Discourse), 7-i=Hi&
(articulation), 3 & 1 (closure) 2SFH I TWw5Y,
3.3.2 MIRMK - T—2INE - IHFHE

KEORFRBELAED BPR OB HFTAERNG L 20, 47 HEOEH00REMICE X Sk 4
ENOBMWBIEE, 23227 —3aryF—CRHMMORAY v 71T L Urbh/z7TEDL Y5 E
2 — A, KREERRTET A — VRILIRIEEAR L & Ol 2 OLE T — F BHHII 2T Bz,
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MERDOEH L 74 A a—A

XF3 HEHEETEEICETEITAAA-ANIL—LT—Y

BEICEEL 25 8=E50L 1Y —T BRRO—EFRYRALE
ERICEBR I N ZHD L L TOMEBESRL &L TOMERBERL

T EBMEEO A=
: [FK4~ P EBRL VD
N R 7 ]

_—

Ok I I 2 EE PR LA
L f) BERE tr (75 <7 0w —
| Bl) @t . (225 7 | .
TARA-R IeeszIIilIIzzzecsl

'@AT(T/T{T{UM}E?? ?%A‘
o TH - BHEED 7] e

--------------
-------------

o REBMNEBO A =1EE
\ [ZDiTAl

~
S .

HWFF) Jian(2011), pA7.  TmmeeemmeemctT

3.3.3 ¥EREXE

AR B A8 % OF%kGE (organizational talk) 3 2b H/NLFOT 4 A — A%, [EH¥] |
WTORERNEENC % 2 DT % <, ¥ L] Z2HRT 2@ 2 SHMAITHIC %5 2 E#Téh
7o F72, £ LINXFOT 4 A3 — 1%, [MSEEOHZLEPAET V] O X9 ttaFfhy:
EVI)RIFOT A AT —ALFHEIRHOL LT, MEBADEKELDTAT VT 474 2K
T HHEZH- Tz,
3.3.4 T

EERFEZRND L TR 2R [£F] @iTldnd, REZIRENTWEIL—2T—7
DE I, HEEOLRKICHTEL B ZRIRWEZ MK L7z, Kb X OEERN R [EH¥(] oo
ETFIVHES GRS T ROEN L,

ST, 3ODOWZEFHB Bl L C & 7243, Joik L 72 Heracleous & Barrett (2001) @ 4 3EH%A! (]X
£2Z2M) OW, FHEOANED S L FIET AT TZ ),

ALY 11F72 Anderson (2005) OWF7EI%, ZHMALIZIB T k4 HFERRE DR 2w
FiF5 & T, MMREEOBELRRRBEREZMHL LD & LM, MATHA-2ELEB2EZ ) &
LTWaHENPS LT, RN T 70 —F 0N mnE F 257259, %72, Whittle, Suhomlinova
& Mueller (2010) OWFFETIX, AP T T) — k7L -3 v 7L, BELHELETIEOT 1
AA—ADME, DFD T4 AT —AKKICEITTEA L TWAH I L0 56, N7 7u—FI28ET
EERDIENTE D, ®ED Jian (2011) DWIEIE, T4 AT —ADHBEA > N—DT A 7T T
A TFALZVPICLTHEBELTOARICERILTWAZ E2s, A7 7a—FIBESIT SN &
9o F72, Giddens DREBLHGHZR— AL TR AZVWHOD, 370 (FEEELTOMLFEDOT
fAa—R) Evrna (EEMRMERSRE LTEESTLZKXFOTF 1 2Aa—2) OB
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i S5 e ]

HHEZLTTWEIEND, AMRIIHBENT 7u0—FoEZLEITN TV, bBEHA, IhbH
DHFIIHAN R DD TH - T, BEDOEIZHN, FERIZIZA4DDI AL THPRIELTVEEED
REThH b,

KRETIE, 3OOWMEFOAEZS—EIRYIED 2H35, TNOOMBMER ST 5 LI, S
FA A=A OAHTEC OV THRET A2 £12T 5.

4. WRRFBIORK L BN T 1+ 2 2 — 250 OB

3 ODOMFEFBNL, MERDOMME I T LAY v A LKL T, HERLHND 5 VIR
HEREDKT, EOLI)RBEAET A5 00 RETIEET, ZN5OMHEIZOWTHL»
W52 ENBIED LD,

4.1 [ZZE (change)] F&b5 [ZEHE{tk (changing) | FNDE:E

INFE COMMEEICET AL WL T, 3 DOMFEHFAIA L T 258 2 & & i
MR, Zhid Jian (2011) MWL TWB LI, [EH] Tidmel [£E#] w9 7a
tZAEMOEEEFNVERHLLIIELTVWAIETHD, 29 Lz [EE] 5 [£EFL] ~o
HRINE, RO &) MBI 272 2R E e R 5 2 LA TE 5,

4.1.1 SHEFNE[PFEEOREEZRAL - LEEETIVORR

MEROMMAEE O IEIX, EHo0LF R, MROMIZTL, WG EEETVEMHEL X
IERKENTEZ, 2F ), ¥ EFH (managerialism) 120X, MkzE —Ha L LTk 72
ERERN 2 MRA E oMM A BRT 2E -7 T2 5. L L, MEREEICIZAT LK
PENPHNLZ L H WL 2% X510, MERIIR L T-BETIER L, MO TEEY TS RIT
GRERREICL > THK I NZEWTH L. TOEIRT, 4 RRAIERREOSICHEET L&
ERETLF4RAT-A -7 TE—FI, LS A IENER TR (employeeism) DZEHE
TVERBEL T 5,

72, ERERNGHMEEZARE LAV LiE, 2EERTIETHRSC Ny 787 VbR b
ATy ThE, INEFTTIHNVE LT LN E o AT TN 2 HATIC TR 3 % 1 hE
PZfd 5. ZHEOHYDPHEOMA S —TCMITHRE I N LD TR, e OFEBHRE O
PHLMMICR ENEDT, 1 DOEFBRBEICBVTENLEETVORZUENFREINLE LT
»5% Bl21%, Cooperrider & (Cooperrider & Srivastva, 1987 ; Cooperrider et al,, 2000) I X
S TIREEN, EEZOTEHENE T > Tw5b Al (Appreciative Inquiry) 7 &%, €9 L72#H L
WA DO W THESNIZET VOB TH A 9 6

512, LM E T VHESEOWRENEL, Hize HmiilEz R4 1SR LT<hard L
v BIZIE, T4 AT —ZADRKLF-ENLFOXRTIE, [ UATHTEE»SHEELNTFED O
2, MidEZ2 KR T RLTE, fTAEZ R L/NCFEOWT 4 AT —APNLINTWE, T
Z, FIEBBREDO - ANDOT 4 A=A Z5HT 52 LT, ZFMEORE L TAOMEEZEMRAE
HERLZZENTELPL LGV, bbAA, 29 LABBIZEVOXOEERLE R V. XD
U 2 m BLOR AL THGHRLEE L SND D5, MBRILICBIT B84 RAIERREOL FIEIER
I LD, BEEFVOEHMEZHEL, 20X GMEEOREIKRLE LTINS S F Iy
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7 REFALE TV ORFICHE U AR R L hnwEEbh s,
4.1.2 74 20— ZAOFRTHIREEEICER U - XK/ D ER

MMEEOBBZ LD T A F I v 210 L &) EilAa b [£FAb] ~OlRhNZ, 174 BAhHIE
FAHHET HZBRCEMABIR T 550, 2F 0 T4 AT — A A REERRICRMT LI LI
b7 5, BIZIEHIFICTHY F ¥ 72 Whittle, Suhomlinova & Mueller (2010) O#f3E<Tix, £ L7z
TAATI—RHEE LT, BHREL—V 2V MBI TT) R 7L — I U S EARICHA LT
WAHRRE R L TW5, MREEOMERKREICBNT, T4 A T—=AWRIMEHT 52 E
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FERBIOMRE Z R L, ZIHhDBEONDH BRI RBIZOWTHE Lz, 2L T, EiHS
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WMERETAT YT 474 EOBRIZBWT, CDANRTHEZEET L2LERD L, 77,
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