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i — W) “the International Journal of Speech Language and the Law ([FHEp 7 1%
H AL 7 YT S T — K “position statement concerning the use of impres-
sionistic likelihood terms in forensic speaker comparison cases (3¢ -F] LR F 7 L34 T
VRHEEH L RN 5 ) I CFE (French and Harrison 2007) o 1X— 17357 B
FESEEVF 2N AL RE TAE N LR SR 45 0. SCRAET S e

“IX R AE DL BT IR R BE RO IR RSB 1) Tl N A

Bl Br— AAh, HABFATIBR B NHAEILRE T 44 BUAEX— 75 W] Sk 7 958 )L

Foes 8L, 7 (p. 138)

X AR AT B T S 2 dERIR 2L B R UR LA R R LA . T
A (., FATE IR A “UK Position Statemen (JEESLIZRAH]) 7, B hnst B ) g ix 2
TN 6 S e 5 |8 i 4 A G R BT A R MU (R B

“H E S ARAE” TR R LR S S T R kT g [ a7 7 W [
I o LS AERTIX LI I BN, AR SCIR A AR 2008457 JT (K575 17 it v 2 ) e s 5 27 01 75 22
oy FEBL

HATE e B IR R AE T R E M, SRR AW A X FE BT
RFRATTIN A A IEA 1 B A B VB LU BEIE S (R T VAR R
2 ZEEILYE W)U

Y ST BT S h CVE R, BT R LU R th e KT LA,
ORI, AR AL I L (8 T X L8R TEZ: )L Nolan 1983: 7, 1997: 744-745).
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ERTE o, FEE IR, AT TR EE G LU A P AR Rk Ty
G (p. 13) o Haid, RORBIIAER VAR R A I, f T oo 22 RguR Lk
VRVEEE, FE3%ER v. Doheny 1 Adams ([1996] EWCA Crim 728)F/FH, #2555 — 4 DNA%
FRELALI) E BRE AR O I B DR R HE .

e [ 7. 37 75 W) PRI 35 R

AT RIFTINERR T A E AU A U IR AR SR . R, E TR
FIMES L HHI N BB G N o FERNES, AT e R s E, i
SETEVEM I Sk 5 S B E S S ARTT . (p. 138)”

o6 [ PR A 28 U, AT A R e, T L. AT PR, B
E AL B H S <L o8 T S I R AU AR — B (p. 137)7 . JFH,
X BRI R, MRS EVF, SIU/EIIDNAUESZ B, (p. 138)7

SCEENEE R, ST S P U IR RS AL

RN R T RS IR AE RS R CELER UM TS ) M v B ATV RE 1

FER. R, HERIED E A OCTE S AR N DB, H AR A T X

Rl g A 7%, 7 (p. 142, §6)

LAV, EE ST P W A A S [ RE L TR A I ik AR R, TR T SR R S
SR K. R, XREAANER . BATTLIE A B, RERAWR, Shr EarhE
eI TRRFE M 7754, X LS R X T A 5K RS BBl . FRATEE U2, KR
PrepIEA R AP IS, WS B, X SDNATFSE A R BAXT2E,

22 EERBERMER
P 136 7R ) S D [E] 37 3 75 I R 3R BRI AR R IR AR I . EEEF ISR AP, TS FEAT
IR IR Ay R PR3 43— S0k B A RV I I B AR
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U R AU FEATE B R A B R S AT BB Ak A F AN N 7(p. 141,
§4.1)o TRIVERE A “ AR WIS 3 IR AU ZE R (p. 141, §4.1)0 FEARIK A
IR ZE I RN 2B i BOE S AR (B ANFEIREIERE . Bk Tl A
SRS DA/ BN 3R ) A5 T7 TARRE AN A3, T USROS — 20 (p. 141,
§4.1)o —FMEMBEARLE S I =AG00: —B, A B0, W LRI &5 R A3
TR RRE I REASKIR FARNEE . WR RIS e —80, N — Dz IRk v 8
CIZFE, — SRR IR AT 58 J5 OOF I, R R DT AT ZEfl s o — BUR AT $ T A e kAT )
BT AEOUNE T I8, SO U

2.2.2 B

YL [E] (193737 75 B SR 8 S —BOFASE U C A R GBERE A e — A AU, B« 5
BB 1) — AR, AT RERVFZ NIEAHIRHE”  (p. 141, §4.2) o XpERA W RIX 4R
i 5 AN B AN F S0, IBA AR AT R — G M REAR R R TR RFRRTE
IV N TGHRE E BRI AR 5 I SANE IR, WG IR A« Jof N BT TR AR ¥ v R
MR 7 (p. 141, §4.2)0 SO AT UL AN AT A 52 FEAR IR A o A VB ik A 1
e L FARE I FEARINRAE B0, $Rm DMK E, IF HAFEA I R PR B L W
WP AR A TR — N, A SRR R B i



3 XIS B A [E] B

e, BATNSEE L LB, M HAR TR LR R B
FAT ) 5 A [ K 0 JE 1 5 LB 5 v BE 2 L e S W DA AR A — 30X — B bR, e
2K LS DNATEHS 1 VA B FH B30 IR H AR IEASR BT, — b2 i ol AR
) E5Kk. (Champod and Meuwly (2000), Gonzalez-Rodriguez et al. (2006), Gonzalez-Rodriguez et
al. (2007), Rose (2002, 2003), Saks and Koehler (2005)) {HJ&, FoAlTE40 1 42  [F 3737 75 B %
REIk FXFEN H bR

TR 23 A7 5 (R S737 75 B LA, 3RATTE SE 8 tHARAT T AN 18 R Had i B2
IEAfIRVE BE LRI (VP AR R s BIABR AR R . AT TS X — R RARR TR R I e 4
SR BLAC AR, & (0 ST MR IIDNAGESE YA o VERESS 245K G R RE R
LRSI L2 B0 . SCERVFS X — 737424 7 3 FF, W Aitken and Taroni (2004),
Balding (2005), Champod and Meuwly (2000), Evett (1991, 1998), Friedman (1996), Good (1991),

Gonzalez-Rodriguez et al. (2006), Haigh (2005), Hodgson (2002), Lindley (1991), Robertson and
Vignaux (1995)% .,

31 BURRAER (HBHES)

LLR 8384 A Rose 1130 HE(2005: 49-54). RVEZ R LR HREA LLBON W G, (12
JE B iE AR AR IR (1. DNAL fi88. #UEM T HJRIZESESE) o e 2R C
FIFEAS (REA) AP EAEA GRds) TR, IF HAEAI DB ] LURAL, FEARZ TR
Rtk rl RE 2 A AR A . ARG ARE Aty T AR UR R BB AR, WS HE LU 8% Balding
(2005), Lucy (2005), Robertson and Vignaux (1995), Rose (2002, 2003).

FEREA T TR o LU, SRR DUl 2 R — I RENITES = GEHORA TR 5
—EE O CAITE SRS CEFR A TUBEN) AT HE EOSGHRIARIR (. E5e/
YR, WA AREE LA ARFE SN CAE SR A DA WA A ZXAARE
SEME S 5w, WA AW Fril, AT e EREAR ] — A
Prd e BEPER 2 K7 —IX RGP H BRI, DU 2 MG 22 AN i & A &
A SR 1) 7 v A P AR (Lindley 1991). 48K, X HLSz i M HRUEH 1O 7E . i D) b
Yo SEBRRDEU AL : AR USRI ATSE &, 2 AR CRIREASE [ — AT U iR AT 2 K7
feggmi fa e M AP EBERRIE A~ (1) P,

p(Hss| Egp) (1)
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XH, “p” RFEME, “H REFR—EHMRIFERE, Bk PRI|ETEE I T I
i, “Bo” ARETE SRS, RIHEBE N 5 0 H i S A IR I AS al e S (22 57 o 3086 R H 20 B0
AR, Wk, EXERERD 2 Fir,

p(Hs | Egp) / p(Hys | Egp) 2)

XL, “Hg RERFEASK B T ARG IR .

X FORE T\l A 1 DU 2 B (Bayes, 1763). DU B ) B 222 Kb /T
T DASRE RS SRR MRS, FHI U8 T ARV S T TR R A . DU e B
TE I B AT LU AN 5 T v R4 SRR O . — SR S IR Z iR s %,
AN I R

T T2 v BRI DU BRI A BOR 0 (3) Biw, 4 X 2e 1002 1 P 40 S e [
UL H B A, BOAHT A KNG L (Posterior Odds) , &% T3 5 Al il H BB 1 5
Ki bt (Prior Odds) FeVIAFHEII I (Likelihood Ratio ) » XHF, SCRFIRI—1%# BB LLAE AT
DISE b A2 T oK, BT SEE0 LU RMUAR

pHG|B,) _ pHy)  p(E,|Hy 3)
p (Hds | Esp) p (HdS) p (Esp | Hds)
Posterior Odds Prior Odds Likelihood Ratio

SR LR TR TR 5 N T SCRPR URBGR T LR, AR )10 AR B AAS [R] 3
MR WUARBR B, B MRS RO A EREAT A, (HRH RG] e s
B LA T SR L, SR 50 Ut 3 ] A/ 21— E Ja Y

LLR AR VE BE TR LU b o B BN B AR e, DA 0 e REA SO RFB OB LS D, X
IEREHE MNP A A0 (3D RUMBIRFA G 2 BRI HE, (HE XL AR RS
MR, ARk fmbR. DURREARE: TS AN RLME SRR ER, BUEE
ARV T A0 A BRIV T ARG & R K2 D

D RARIETE TR, P EREARYR T 7] 1 2 1R m] RETE TR AN R 4l 2 1R m] REAE
B R p(Eyy | Hy) KT p(Esp | Hay)s IXHSCRFFEARIE T [F i H M Vel A, QAR
Pt e b, PEREAKIE T ARG 1 n BEE R TR T A& il fett, EaRp(E,, |
Hy) KT p(Eg | Hy)s AHUSCHFRET BB R PHEREAKIE TR 35 (T BEVERTRIE T A
Rl B AT REVEAR =, IR p(E,, | Hy) A1 p(Eyp | Ha) MIEGAEAE T, IESE TERK o

XFE, SRR KN TR D R T IR WISCRF R — il 325Kk, /MF 1R
W SCRFANIRDG A 225K, S5 11 (Rl SRR IR (BULFERD .



H L REUFE VR (T Robertson and Vignaux, 1995)F13kEEST (4N Aitken and
Stoney 1991, Aitken and Taroni 2004, Lucy 2005) /7 T [f) 3= B8 0] T ke L KIS

LA SR AR A UEH 1) ) B2, BIAEAR YRR I IS 56 4 T TE s (A
AbAT) 53

“RHZITED TN, ANEXGEDNAL B . R T Yad L AR %
e, #RTEAIEAN . 7 (Haigh 2005)

OV, RER DU, USRI B A L e B B A
Kii, J&HAME—R. IEFGE R IR 7. 7 (Lucy 2005: 138)

3.2 RUHE, ARYEE

YE[E ST A AR AT R IR E SRR T IR, AR E, XEMATRA A
(T2 « XRAMEMA 328, FAMAEAIRZ AREAAEAH : Wi #Hik(identification),
W ll(recognition)~ Hiik(verification)~ &5\ (discrimination)®% . 543 SCHR A B HE IR B VR VG
A IR e STk, HEAFIE A R 8 4 AN 5] (R P b 3 BT 5 VR R vk
AT ) o [ 2 A b “ LA e A TG A7 IR, (H S R A AN A o i A
(identification)  #iik (verification) FVRR] (recognition) “EARIESL IR L3812 G WA R
CEP e AFRSEAUTE S A R IOMERE ) , A — 288G #E FONM S o IEanRAT T He 18
Ff, Roseth iRkl (2002:89) , iBVEARELFIBMFIMAE, ZiH L2 AAREN, 2 Ll
eANEIER, PSS HHA Gdentification)  #i\ (verification) P (recognition) oK,
FAT I o ) 37 47 75 B o G Tk A v i B A P IR SRR TE I, SRR “ LA
XFERAL IR, BT G R MRS e BATCEI, BRI St a sk, W
SR VL R T, AR UE N, BIULERATRH “IREilE L (forensic voice com-
parison) " X— AR, AR JEE LI T IVERE T LU (forensic speaker comparison) o
Nolan(1983, 1996)%1 % 1 & (EVERE I N B 45 1124 4 1L s I (I H A . Rose (2002: Ch. 10) £
At 1) ST A R TR U T A4

3.3 LT AET USRS T R R R

e [ 3747 75 B v T BRSO A T SN IR G HH R TR A1 T B [p(HIE)],
AT TR XA AR IEGE T 27 FA | — BRI 323 R SR 8 22 1Y e SR L
373 (2L Aitken and Taroni 2004: 108, 122128, 153155, 208-213, Balding 2005: 145-153) .
SR, DI ST 7 R VE BE R4 5K 2 T LAANZ 5 | T p(HIE) A Js DA Hh e B4k 1) 1 A1 P
Wrig g FiZ iR . VR RE TR IR FBOR AL, RIET S Hp(HIB)E T p(E[H). X k5%
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Tt TR SR AR BOE I 2 SCRF T AR BUE 19100015, R 15 7 4R I 2 e Ak
REZ 1110001 (Aitken and Taroni 2004: 79-82, Balding 2005: 146—147, Donnelly 2005, Evett 1998,
Thompson and Schumann 1987). & SE, VERERFEZEA L NAZE RIXFEMET 1, NMIZR—
DI B A R A5 ARG £ SR A R AR RS . (U, SR BT
“CREARTEN IR 410 IE AT TR A A8 BE B S Z5 A TR B A AT TR IR R B A
[P(EH)], TARESRAEEE T LR 44 T B [p(HIE)] -

AT AR BE L RASRE SIS T U 440 N B M 10 SR PG IS : — 2@ B R,
TR BRI 2 R ke, R A DU B S b TR ) R
(k) FSEELE (AR o BRAME LKL, N2 H FLES I HGR . L
g e 5 R A SR WA O TEIR IR REA A SR A SR I R D, TR AL
ARG HEE NPT UL, X0 T RIBREE NPT REA R, X RS TR0 T E e s GRiRY
I T A B R TVE AR M.

AR I N7 7 B AL T AT U T R TR 4 fF e, RSy Forw
PRAL A AR Ep(HIE) K o 3X— RURFAE T 20 PRSI AT IR — &KX TDNA G TH S A
MZER, T — A RR T HELE.

3.3.1 DNAGiZ & A2 5

AL 5] p(HIE) 5 ) 14 26— b BRAE DG T Bk il 1) “A—307 ik

CUYREARR I, VEHREACH AN B W e e R B B a . MR K
MDA BAZa Y BE R . 7 (p. 141, §4.3)

AR, A REAA—B0M 25 tH— M FEA R AN R 5 D Ui 1K) B A5 B, 3XSEBs it p(HIE)
Rid o dn S A B0 [ S 75 B v BT I 2, A, MR DU e B, X R bR B
B

HATRBEXFIA— B O LGB EIER T, TR 9 737 75 W (R /E 5 1 1] 2458 R DNA )
TR, (ER AR % [E BIDNA 5B iF S e e B KR . BARIAEEE S E P
PP 92 0] LUK 55 DNA R RE I 5 7R 00 47, BISR FARUAR 3 5 v Rt A7 — e (0 — g S0
(Gonzalez-Rodriguez et al. 2007)iH i H s MUE S 77k DR TiX— . HE, TR
VERIAEAE, PRk v 5 2500 LU DNA R AE A . VR RE T 5, A =7 THI AR S A B B 11
BPAR S (22 L T 222 B IR S IR 7K LURAR e AR B . DNATEIX = AN T8 5 i E AN,
AP d5 T B (AN ] AR S R SR BRI AP
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Ap ] DU BB A, W U T WS . DNAAR R, 1 SRR e 7 5
STRAGA TR K B L1 o U i, v BUIR SAHRS, @i i A REAE R R A F R
HFEIFZHA: DIS Y14, 16419.3, 9.37ETHOI1 L(Balding 2005: 3) [9.3, AR E L% &L,
SR . B R — R I T = AR A S DY L . IDNADCECAS F & nT e .

DNATES & B HUR, SR RS0 (0GR, R o SR A A5 I 4 8L
BRI, LR EKPIRE, W R S AL LR W o I S R el . st
T VR ERE A [F 3 6254k, AT HLAEDI O DNA I B ARV — 30 GHERR IR 22
VO PRI . BRAR G AERI R, D .

WMo, TEARVHME, SRIALEIER®E: WM ADNAKERAILA, W4,
BGE EATIRE TR — A HUR I R 2 . TEXFMELL R, RBRRING T2 %, NELKM
a2 /b, N PRIET R A HUAR SRR A2 % . K, DNAR LU T3 ARl ah i HERR
RS . A, EEAMT. UK, EEEIRIHATUN S, AGe4y XA HEBR 4518 .
DR, FERPEMISAT T, 8 LU oy DUAS HH B I HEBR 4508, an— A4/ £ 1 75
TEAN AT BE AR MR AR e N S PR AR B IR e, (BRGNS U Sk 2 W AN
[, [VERE T R WX R A ) LT AT BRI .

FRRANFR UL, (B2 PIANDNAKR VAT, 84 VCHC 1 P AR AR T R — A7 B LA 1
M J& 1(Aitken and Taroni 2004: 404, Evett 1998). LSRRI T 21, "E R R/l B 150 8F
(RN e 4r BERBEHLUCECNESR (796 ENLI 4R BENLR 4222, B SC A BE Hh Bt LA
HUIREA S A I DNAFEATCIC TR o 7RS0T, R BA AR 2645 T B AL UG P e (1 451
H, I UADNAGESE 1) 7 Bt ol DA 4 FHBE LT BORE A R s, i ATl AR %

A RE A R T L 7 R NS 2 5 L T DNAS AT, DAL Al L B N BE L DS AR )
. BEIE LI P B R A AN AEDE [, GRBE ARISEIL M DNAVLAC T4 B, BEbL
VLRSS —H T r e — (Wt v, —H AN AP A NS RUMDNALED o SEEA
ANTHND, dk, SEESSpEESI U “ N2 LRZDNAKE Tt . 7
(p. 139).° JE[E LI 75 IR AL U5

T CEEREEGINGY CBEENIBIR X ARIE[R v. Dohney and Adams)E K 5 UCHAMEHRZ[H X . SR, X
WA IEARZ AL, RIAARIARECHIREZ . S HARRE S SEMA . 7 Balding (2005: 152)
SEHI 2 RSBk A 5 SEDNAJE A RER N 1/61 (HAROBRI N 1/60) o fE3E[H, TTARSEFEILM6T 7
A, B AN NEEIEATER, L4159, 999, 999 N#R L=, A9k — k4t —ANLHc g5 1, HAm
59, 999, 999 NKsHE 60 MILACZ S . (AR BERITTACAE2E 2 1/1,000,000, 7T LL59,999,999 x (1/1,000,000) = 60 (X
BAL MRS Frel, BSOS TRE 61N ILE . EX61IANCESH, WA — AR IIERIVCES, He s e T,
FT LAGRSE N B R JRIZE (R MER 4 1/61. Balding (2005: 11)25 H T ZE X Rh& i R b 5547 SEMER 1Rtk A X [P(GIE) =
1/1+N*p], I, P(GIEVRFREE TUFE&1F F A SRR, NEANOFRHREE AN T A T REE RIS, p
SEBERPUC R



BT AT E =N ASEHFKIDNAGGA N Z TR BEHLEAER o i
T2 F K] LU B AL R AR 2RI SR e D o R (s R, R
TR (YHEWEEE) Az, 7 (p. 140, §3)

B A G R ESARE, YE NI IO S KA sE R O 2w, 1EE
FEAR Z H) (A8 5 S S AR, DR 2B 1 55 LA IR S 1 43 T A AN 2 2 0ml B 1. B AL
VURCIX — SN IE F T A0 B (0 TE S At . DR, 6 T S (v v 3 LU AR (R 3
JE K e AR AR H R o

BHEALUC FCAE 25T T A G IESEE IR, WA, e e TR SRS, T EAHR
2, ST ERZEERRAE I H A2 il DU BEHLUC RO S 2, X AT TR fioe AT ST 15
MOz N BETEI EE IOz, SR Dz AR A I Oz 4 R AR B

3.3.2 HIHEHLEK

5 AN AR A H p(HIE) 1 b 7 H I AE 5% [ 3737 75 B o () 28 89

ORI, FEDEEAET, MOLIER BOR CAUOE N RN, mMHMhsS5T
WRifie EXFERRM, WWRATS B “HEN TAA” M. AP, W
RETE A LR 53— N KX A3, A4, BATTIA A H B A 1) 468 0 45 1R 2 0T 1)« 7(p. 142,
§5)

H 22 e R A DRI AR HH B 00 25 58 4510 S T AR IE 4 5 Hh (W B B 1R iR T, 3
BRI T DI E B UESS RO AR B R, PR EEAR R R DAAE A R AR LUK
XTFE (2 JlRose 2002: 64, 74)

3.4 FHrBIFH

o [E 7 A W SR I 5 AN, T AR A IR T IR tH R S22, e
) — S5 MR PE ) 0V o S5 B ST P A4 AR B s UE M AU TR A
IAHBME, JEHR eI R R o 3K — U 1o A BEAR AR A SCAR I R AR S R[]
— (REHE (A AN PR A UE AR R R AR E o X — RO A B BB, AU
P AL LA A2 [l — B DL AN D W DRI, 9 37,37 75 B BR A% VT 1K R0 v

WE o [ 44 2 T 1R — S0P AR IR P R T B AR A0 3. 138 23 T 18 BSR4 (1) 70 1~ AN o3 BE &)
IR o BRI, S B AR HROs T SRR IR PE R PPA SRR I T SO 25 o BUSR A
A D IRRFAE S 01 N0 BEEOR AR R AR vE AT U R CEATER MR 2 R AE) , T HAHEH
BMIDE (B RIERD o kR, — SRR R MR I G e, MR AR A
[ (—NREAEHKE, —AMREAEEUKE) . CE WA HEAA,
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SR A T I AR I IR 2 S A A AT RSk TR — i BN SR, B
ANE AT [ —THH L RA R TER, LrTRERE R A ARAE . BRAEPIASARGEA LUAR [R] 1 b vt
A L ERASE, BN AT B, Rk, BT i 0 [ R R I Y BE VTR 1
— A

Fisz b, SEIEAR R I — BUERUR BRI B 2 BT A ARES T Evett(1977) H T-UEHE PEAN
PR B AR : L Ccomparison) R (significance) o LEIXFFITIEN, 4% S5 HIARIE
EEYUE R, BVPANREARIE = AREZE LA . SR, AR ORISR G N
FEBURE FE HEAT VAN 613X — 4K R 041 PF 2 W Alitken and Taroni 2004: 1011, Evett 1991). SR P
B BEDPAN (0 JURH AR (A 7 5 1% 22 N T DNATESE , (HJ&BLAE g AR BT R, PIRY B
TR BN 52 B AR (OG- DNATIEHE 73X 7 1 B 10 AR 1) 77 52 PF 182 W.Foreman et al.
2003),

YE[E AR P BOPBR TAEAE RS B LASh, X PR 5 Mt ) . R ERAT 1)
TSI ZR280N [n) RN 220 A8 B I e 3K P A (] 0 5 90 P 4 2 o — SO RRR R VAT T LA B
A EE Fox — s o0 AT 25— BUEAHDCI 8, (R ROZE R, XS
TR RPEI TS . =AM, TANASEIMEE, 0 T3RA14 5 I8 8k 0 G R 2,
HAVERE “—BUW” X —ARWIEEEA TS,

pu

3.4.1 LA

SRR B R ZE RN, B R — A ATE R — 5 & T LR B i S ) — R
KRB S MAh, X RREOR, AR, R R AR S ANE T 0
RN =FhHIR G R R .

TG LR n] DA A SR (R M AR RRAE . X RE RIS TEAR S L, BRI LG AR B T afsE A RIE
AR —ET0 T ISRV ) rh Lo A3 A1 o 22 14 HA 1902 I BEST WT P 6 R U T R H I B TT
(K3 SRV R [ AR AEZE o O TAETI8AE, SR VBUE B AE (0 2045 L LA IE 2 40 A, LA
PRUE SRR UE 2258 FARR AL T A AR B %

R 1L PIBCAN IR Gy Wr B S R T BRI 9838 o1/
15N R KPR W O AR I B E AR HEZE (R Hz)

F2 F3
BREEN

YA 1429 2298
bt 22 30 67

SEE

Sa3L(z) 1450 2329
i 48 56

YEZE 21 31
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F2EA S AL . AT ARG BIE R BARIN D8, 2 80kkERl% T
EF W SRIEMATNER FE, R RE ARG & IR R ER, RIoE MF28EZ L
21Hz (HHZE1.5%) JELEIER FARAGIREE 1Y), X T AT S . an A R Oe EA R, W%
Ke M — 8k e T 9 WA R I B VRN UL AT A e ff e b —50 BATREEE 2
A WA 11 70 S B A 5 SR EAT e, WnRRAE AR HEZE o RPN EER W, HRSEAFIEIL
e FEAR I F2IPRAEZE AR T EATREAIF2 (348 25 . 82, MBS — b ] LU o R A1 X
SRAMZ—BUR, B E AR B, R TR G R ? 1T SN A AR HEZE
WAt ZANPREZE ? AT VAR AR GV IR, TR, A B RE 0.05, 146/20.017?
XRER TV TR A3, PR L4 (Robertson and Vignaux 1995: 118). 11 5% ke A
B bR UE 2 o hRite, KIS S B AMRUE 2, P23 AR 2559.9 HZ Bl 5 S — 8, i
HH760.1 HzWPAG BRI E A —S0 (B —FHH L 10D o MEIE P AU TiX0.2Hz
(372 S0 2 AT TV v 5 LU 1 B S A AL PR AT AT AR ME A N i M AR T, T AN 43

I

3.4.2 Z LK &

T [ A ZR I — Bk 01— 20 1 1) U LR AR I 2000 2 MR IR LR . 9%
[ 373 75 WA AE 5 PR R B LU R e R A N -

“TRAE T REARYR 2 N TG S A AR 22 AL E 3% (e 35 5T R 3. 4522,

WE R, BEocE ke RERETIIT. 7 (p. 138)

XA W, B2 AR TR SERE TR S X RE I — AN T . R
7o B R A U B e 22 AT AN AR UE R BR3P R I SR A T B — .
(] 58] 2 17 AR LA W A0t AP0 LA N B0 )b o 22 DA R UEAA 5 1) W A B A 2 3 5 1) 461
T OB AT A E, MAEREWBRERZ D, ZREREEH. ) WRF2
BIEARZSOHZ, 7RI P32 1400z, fEIARL LS. BA , &S “—
ok T ? SR REARAE VR B S — B T —ANRRE B AE A —
B, Badp? A, SEERAA ST XA DT NAZ T AL B . AR I
DU, 28I W2 VE N AZ AR, A ARG KX — IR AT o G SRR TT
R, BRI 2 AR B TPk B AR A], 2 AR . 3
BRH D2 R T AR AR ZRHELL T A R 2 A8 B s I VF 22 J732:(T: Aitken and Lucy 2004,
Pigeon, Druyts, and Verlinde 2000, Reynolds, Quatieri, and Dunn 2000).



12
3.4.3 " HiEXFE X

JE A ZR 4.1 TR Bk SO AR EAAEA R RIREE” (p. 141, §4.1). =&
B, X EATH RS S CANE SR E R R LA B . AR, R LA
oL, AT —ZPERVGRIR AR, AT & F RSN, EmEda s E. Rk,
M “ B XA TERAERIX 2 HOFAE 2. Robertson F Vignaux 7EAATT G THIEHE 1T
IR R VT T e B R NI I

“Horb, BzEmEtE B X, EAEMBERERFE R I A

AT A .. AR EARIE R RIA . AIE R S BU Ry E

fEsE S 45 . 7 Robertson and Vignaux (1995: 56)

ATRGE, BEaTH], HARRE, WA 5 R IEE RE— S0 B T EE
KAF—IEE” « BRBANERE, EEEARA, KIFAR “—Bk” AR, Robertson Hl
Vignaux i35 i, sRILERE SCUE,  “ 87 LRt Al ie BRRO), B “ SR
B HAARIRBEAN RNt (G —8, (A TREACKIE T “—8E” w8
“MBERSFIE—2 )

3.5 ANDFIFEA A &

W BpTd, SEENLIG R AR R R . X I AT AL AR R IR, AN
ZoIES, HORATTRESEILIN, G W T B ] e X2 AR e R R
D N VHE R )87 (p.142 §6)0 FRATT IR R AR DI SE M S % i AU, LAY A1 A2 24 1 s 5060 11 )
AR TEIR MM, S5RAEIAHSC AT IR FEAI RN O B A2 S )
SRR B . R, RTINS A BeA TR, S ) AR S
18, AHRIEAGIFRSRZ TR N H .

3.5.1 ZEN)ZHNi

S L A WS B He P RRCR I M TR AR R, B SRS 5 N
0 R SR FHABMAR AR T VA SR UE R (02800 75 AT R DR N (0 22 A BERE AR s SRR A, 3
[ 374 7 W R R B AN R, X TCBERE IR . XA TGS I ) 2, X T DNAKE
AP AR AR PR RS ITE, BRI AT U P TR s, AR
RP A, BUOTEHF 2T RY EE S S CMIEARTES MR, B, MBOIREEIK
FAHCE o BN T & Tk S ARSI . AR, ANRTRET b 15Kk “W =IEE 1

RS, SR, ST SR REREA R FERARE” o SEhR b, SHEEE SRS W
RERRIRMPTA AREIFAE — 3L OF & LU SRR T S
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AR, RHAN . 7 AR ik “WREE R SRS EE . W5 E .
17 H [F] P o — NPTt e 7 B et nl LABE Dy i 0 5B (s e AN 45
NG WAk S A SRR AN AT 5, WAL, W SRR R TR
(19 50, 26 BORUKLAG SC 2 (MLucy 2005: 129-133, ST ANBEBR I8 O o FEREAT 2 Hr %,
RE VLU I ANIE AR e, BRI BTN AT RE RS R R, BRI, AR
22 NBEM A0 NS 2010 52 (LEvett I Weir 1998: 44-45; Aitken 1991).

U AT 2225 NBERI R 2 I8, & 0 S r ) R B S 3R R 1, BDREAR TG Y

ZIZ DN E? ANERINHFFRPIMEE, i NEEN W MAE, XHEEI R EER N8, &
El: TR T ESRPIEHIE . AitkenfE1991 ¥ R B ff i — o) ) — L8775

3.5.2 Al rfE

WA LLF51E, RATAA: S KO8, Rfiad b i e LR IE A B E T 1 53
MR TR P I E 2N E S SRR, AV AIE EAIEN A
AL, 7 (p. 140, §3)

oL [ V7.3 75 B AE [F] Y Rose(2002: 78I Fi T F UL/~ AR M JE s a0 A RIERFAEAE N B
kA%, AR RS AR AR AT O BENIE R . BItE,  “VRBETE & 7 2l TS A
KGR 7 (p. 140, §3)

RIS, AR ICHAN S SRR AEAE A R AT P (R 0 A S 0L, I8 A AN e e A S0
FEE S LUK A (RSB AR B IX R o (R, A3, R E-—=EE,
RBATIXAE AN, B RIRE TR 8 S AR R T “RFRRIE” ol L, i T i el — Bk
e 50t 3 AN A

WV, S P R MRS it RRRtEn] DLl 2 ORI AR AT B & 250 k07
H, WRGEIXRE, SRR AR AT AT B RVPHN RS AMRRER Y RAEAE AT LA
BEPARR AR R R R (RZ M RE) .

FESE NSy, BEE 37 7 WO 458 Ui -

“ORIfT, AN, TR N O DL e SURHOC AR el i, DRI, 7R 4T fF T

AKX P AT /AN . T HUAAE R — Lo N HE, FAME A B SC 3 Dy

S ERHITERAR R, 7 (p. 142, §6)

WA VLABGE “HHTSAT” ROZHM A “REEF AT, RERX— SRR Ao e
VG o (RS E Y RIS B ST, B R BB B AR O, HATIE R
A8 LT A ST P AR AEAE A 1 E AT B SR AERXME AT, BEANRE R AL AR
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HAMARERATRARVEVAAY, BRARE S T X Z AR A . AR, AEBCRR RIS L,
PERFE R CAWER T o mdds, EWR OS82 T UMBR RS 1E e 1 & LR
o XA I T TR NP ¥ 5 B Lo [R5 9 1) D1 20X 2SI
SR E BN S, R IRBAH SIS S iE R S BIRE, EE L ZAEA
FER, ARG TREAT 08T A A BB RGHAT AT, AR LU R, (H X AL 1 75 2
WEEIT, MITRERNA Y KNS ZBEER G 2 508 . BATERS], RECOEET
TF AR HicHs PE R LR RS E— 2D M TAE T o {H2, FAR, PN JEEE A GER IR /)
JEI S AL SN B — L8 F V2 2P
U SRR AR TT VL R ) FE SR B PR At vt 84, S 9 RS d7 75 WA I
K AR e I VR EAT PRA <3 LU A 9 [E A R T 4F— 2%, Robertson. VignauxFl Jessenf
W AREA AR, A BUR SRR 77 7
“CEPPMUR A, ALAREAA R AR RS ECT o IR OO (R R TR T
e, B, AR IATUCN UESE SCRF— M B SCRF o5 — R B A 1045, IRBLAR 3
L 10, AE TR BERR ML 2 /Do FA AR REARYE AT AR 2256 K
MAE L HIX YU # . 7 Robertson and Vignaux (1995: 21)
“BIMEAERA N VG evE AT Ak (st m] DR DL 5 720 44
RAEE LB e (2 3 34 . 7 (Jessen 2008:13)
ZJoEER, JEE PTE E RN AR ARG BB, BT R R LR AR,
LRV RE T TH A B FIVF 2 REAE M 7 TR 50 . BRI, AT DX SUREAE ()15 2 F 5
AR S LA R 22 1) 22 53 IR RN AT AR G 1K FL0E . ABATTRE 68 LALL T 77 s i 5
W “MABRAL, FTNK, WIETIHH R ERUMEREE BT REAR T Z R G0, —
SRR T R — 5 1] Bk RIS T AN RE S T REME R 2. 7 (BUEE DL EME
1) o RIXFE, XTEAHEBE N BOUESE ML 1 8 PR RRIR 1 8 e e e S, X3k
AT IR RPREALSIR A R AR U4l ) BE VPO B IE B AR R e — 30 . R, FRATTIA) =
Lucy FI0 G, RIEE PR FRR A2 AR AL LR . ORI B BAS IX TR A B A PR D iR
.
“ FIXHE (R Ak T A PP Al JE R IR A0 AR B ) b 1R SC B UE B WEAS AR, tAG . 7 (Lucy
2005: 137)
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4 REMGR

X IR P T 2 [ 57 37 7 B eh it KOG TA BRI A U I i . E LI 2,

Y [E S7.37 7 AR RN 42 3 R T D VR BE G LU A AR, I LR T AR
Jike FEnl2, BAVE BN T AT B h AR 1h, RERE AL e IR 0 TR R R BeE
SR RR TR TR G AR ) L, I HL2% R8T 8] I LA v S AR AR (R AR A JZR E
WATWBEREH] “ A" XA, FFLAHSRACE A SR S5 R TE .

TRATT A T D[R4 H R S ) = AR B . O, R R D B AT AN AR (1)
FHIERNRF, SURDNA—FE, HA AR IRAMERAZTNET . HR, AR T 3CET5
P G2 AL, BSR4 15 AV P RS R R, AR AR SORRAR R0 AT AR kv
Rk B, DR T B AR R AN TR I A 5 Bl o S E N LT RRE

A o % 1R 37 3 7 Y D A AR AT, FRATDS AT et Se sk R s h T AHEVE, R
Gl B AR FAR REATHEVP o (2, PR BT AR BUR R, A FMBR A T7 A4 R g L
UESE VP O ERAC AR . T A, FRAT] SRS 4 [ AR SR A0 P W 5 Th BRI “AERRS P L,
55 21 SR DNAGEYE I AE F 10775 —8(p. 138). 7 MM e, FABEES i, T
S FEIIFRAAIE R E R H AR (HaE, (AR, il B AR R R T E AN
HeikEr g ek, 7 (p. 137)

A B9 [ 52 20 R RN TR AR 2 AT R g 2488, FRATIE 2 St
S B PN IR T AV B T LI N DR 3 N RS DOR F S UR 3 T e (AR
BBy S B RFAE LR e e ORI o W SRS E LR BN RO A
N HE TR AT VR I v 3 LU S 1, T, FRATT A SR 9 [ I AN A R A IR 5
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