EfEAXFZZHMBHRI NI U
Keio Associated Repository of Academic resouces

Title

HETFAIR—IMNERRIBAARBZFZEODAE—F U JEINER
B 120—FI9XFEVICEBLT

Sub Title

Effects of English debating experience on the English-speaking skills
of Japanese learners : a focus on L2 working memory

Author

¥ )Il, & (Minagawa, Yasuyo)
SAEF, B % (Kono, Momone)
2%, & —(Hoshino, Ei-ichi)

Publisher

BE% X% & B LA

Publication
year

2026

Jtitle

BREZZ2AFSE LM EMLCE (Reports of the Keio Institute of
Cultural and Linguistic Studies). No.57 (2026. 3) ,p.131- 150

JaLC DOI

10.14991/005.00000057-0131

Abstract

This study examined whether experience in English impromptu
debating enhances speaking proficiency and how second-language
(L2) working memory (WM) contributes to this improvement.
Participants with and without debate experience were compared on
speaking complexity, accuracy, fluency (CAF), and conversational
reaction time (RT). General English ability, motivation for English
learning, and extraversion were controlled between the groups. The
debate group showed significantly higher complexity and fluency, as
well as shorter RTs, while no group difference emerged for accuracy.
A significant interaction between group and WM was found
exclusively for complexity and fluency: higher WM predicted better
performance only in the debate group. The debate group also
demonstrated higher L2 WM, and the length of debate experience
marginally predicted WM, suggesting that debate practice may
strengthen L2 WM, which in turn supports more complex and fluent
speech. These findings indicate that English debating, requiring rapid
logical analysis and role-taking, places high cognitive demands on L2
WM and can effectively promote speaking development.

Notes

X

Genre

Departmental Bulletin Paper

URL

https://koara.lib.keio.ac.jp/xoonips/modules/xoonips/detail.php?koara
_id=AN00069467-00000057-0131

BERZBBAZZMERI AT N UKOARA)ICERE N TWA IV TUY NEEER. ThT¥ThOFEE, FoEL
FHRE/RTECRBEL. TOERGEFEEECL > TRBEATVET, SIALHL> TR, EFELZETL




TIRALEE L,

The copyrights of content available on the KeiO Associated Repository of Academic resources (KOARA) belong to
the respective authors, academic societies, or publishers/issuers, and these rights are protected by the Japanese
Copyright Act. When quoting the content, please follow the Japanese copyright act.


http://www.tcpdf.org

ST AN MEMAHA NS ERE D
XL’. Y TRNNG R 58
L27—%> 7 A EVISHH LT

BEINZAC, e E A, R

Abstract
This study examined whether experience in English impromptu debating enhances speaking
proficiency and how second-language (L2 ) working memory (WM) contributes to this
improvement. Participants with and without debate experience were compared on speaking
complexity, accuracy, fluency (CAF), and conversational reaction time (RT). General English
ability, motivation for English learning, and extraversion were controlled between the groups.
The debate group showed significantly higher complexity and fluency, as well as shorter RTs,
while no group difference emerged for accuracy. A significant interaction between group and
WM was found exclusively for complexity and fluency: higher WM predicted better
performance only in the debate group. The debate group also demonstrated higher L2 WM,
and the length of debate experience marginally predicted WM, suggesting that debate practice
may strengthen L2 WM, which in turn supports more complex and fluent speech. These
findings indicate that English debating, requiring rapid logical analysis and role-taking, places

high cognitive demands on L2 WM and can effectively promote speaking development.

1. F&#
1. 1 BIEFRBRICBIBAE—F2IRAET A N—1
LA, HAOEFEHHE TIr4sE o, B . &) ohTh

* (BIEFRRTICFE) o (BIEFRRRFICFEE)  oox (BIEFRRA 70— v
= 1T 2=k RRETHA by —)
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(G653 Hife, T 2bbAC—F U FPEREINDL LI > TE, K%
AR TIRRBHBEOEHICE ) A —F 0 ZF25HlICI ) ANSEE DS
. SR RIREYE CUBRF4E 2010) THHZIZAE—F 0 712
DVCTONNT + =X Y AFHEDEE Y AE iz, COXHIICAE—F L FOE
TS — T B ORFEOE MERIIKIR L L TR, SRS
12 X % 294 FE D BEE I A& Tk, CEFR (Common European Framework
of Reference for Languages) A2l FOEEGHY) A= 733.6%. #ifi#33.5%
IR L, AE=F 2 713129%, T4 T4 2 7197% LFE L {MEh o720 &
A =% VT OMEEEIZI88%BIZ LY . L DEEMNITE A LEEL G
HTWRWI EDURENT: CCHFHFEE 2009) 0 2513, ERIEEHH I
BWTAE=F Y ZHAEICET 280 BIGB OB EHE > T b
ZEEIRT,
ZORNBHEEFHL LT, EET A N— F2YEH SN TV 5, ST
& (2018) 1FIEFET 4 X— b % [H2 SN oW THEM & GEmz
Grdee, BIREEE O H T H S OO IE 41 2 BRI R § R LR 0 SRR
By LEFRT Do T A N— MIIIANEEL & BRI S B 25, AFSETILHEIE
BIPEE T4 RX— MZENEZ LTS, HRAAORBIZFEICRO=HTH 5D, #
=12, WEIZOWTHENPGENE HO TERT, F— 2ANTHREGTHEAT
) [HEEEB] PUAETHLETHL (B - AH 2008) . 55 ORFRIZ.
TSR B 15~ 2050 OEIREH THEM L, B b/ A Y — FREHINIZEE
LTI R D v V) RN Th 2. H=0RE LT, TR
i & DR FEEATHEG 720, E DI, SHFERLF VR L 2RI TE 2
HPHITON5D. AMEIZBNTHRET L 01E, EEFRKRAE T 1 X— M %
MR L 72— A A S — 5 X 51) —F 1 X— b AMHE RS
D [PDAAY A )] TH Do, TORRIIIERFAICILE 2 X 9 MR %
154, AC=F%2~3531200E L7z 0 DT, FHREBENOEANIHE L T
% (I 2019)

WEET 4 N— N DIEELEAOEIZOWTIE, FJI (2019) 2%ET.
SHEBRES, Ak, SLErF—Yar i, a3azAr—varhomk

NS
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IR L T2 B (2022) D HLHIMEE T R SeRE A E B, M B
N7 ELZHMB R R BT Tnb, FIFFZE D W D247 h i, Majidi et
al. (2024) 134 T ¥ ¥ OHRELFEMEEZFTFRIC, 10D T 1 X— MFEEIZ &
D S, REEOBEME S, IEFE S, cohesion. FriEm DU EL ML Tnb,
Hassan (2021) b4 727 7T OKRFEIIRBOT 4 X— P2 FE/HL, A
C—X 2 IBLOTA T4 v 7 Ofk%, —EB%, iBsombsxRL7, H
REEREH AR E L72FAEETO ZORRITRENT W5, HBH - IS
(2010) 1FERAIZ 12 ORI T 1 X— b 24T o 78R, LOIEME S DL
FBRAONLho72—FH T, XOBHS LG SPEBEICH ELAZEHREL
Twhb, F 72 Nakamura (2007) &, 714 X— M 2 GG OEEHEEOEG
BN X 2 E TV, S, IEMES . S o EaiR L7zas, HIFER
BTIELT — A ud L RIIBIBEHECRE VLIRS 2 o7z,
DED X HIZ—EDWRIZFTb N T B8, HEET 1 N— MMEERE L Rk
BEAERNICHE L, AV—FOFEMIE i, S, HEEs. £
EFDEE) ANOBEEWGEE L 25380 T v Majidi et al. (2024) 3.
PeRET A N— M OSFERHE O FEME R T KT T 58 & FEREN ISARGE L 7= 1F
FUIITE ALHEIEL RV EIRIH L TV 5, BT DS I3 IEEEE 2D
T—=ARY T4 TN, AR IEFEIEIAE L TW5, 22 TRIIZET
12, BELISEEE S f N— N PSAE —F U TRENICE D X D) L ER 525D
POV TEREOME R, 71 N — EEE L RREHE 2ot R & L7 EE
DI TR X D E B2 179 o

&R

1. 2 BEZEBBEICEIZT—F2IXEY (WM) DEE

ARIEFEIEE ZSEEMRIIB VT, Sl HEELRAEETHL T —F
v 77 A% (Working Memory: WM) 1275 H 3 %, WMILIH R % [A] IFE (2 AL
B RS AV AT ATH Y, SilBFE 7 SR 2305 7 0 2 AR R T
%% (Baddeley 1986, Just & Carpenter 1992) . WMIZH —DfEE Tk <.
B A v F Ny FREEN— TR ERBOT Y R—% ¥ PO ENS
(Baddeley & Hitch 1974) c WMZA R IZIZMEAZED D V. Z OZEHTCHF O
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FRICHET 5 2 EHUREN TS (Just & Carpenter 1992) 7272 L. WM
FEI— W 9 2 RIS A B 2D W TR DD B o Just & Carpenter (1992)
D Single processing resource theoryld, 1 2DOWMM T X TOFFEUHEZIHH &
9%, —Ji. Caplan & Waters (1999) |3 separate language interpretation resource
theory 2 $2/E L. BFEAJIH 5 B Z HEIYIZ A T % interpretive process &
ZTOEMNRE o THEGR % & 217 9 E kI 2 post-interpretive process & X 51 L
720 ZOHFBm TR, Bl (L1) LHZFH (L2) THREDZWMY AT A%
MO L5 EZEZA LN L. FEBIZIE, WMEEALI EL2THR—Ew) XD
b HELAA T L2 TEWMANOKFED T 25 2 L2 % L O
TRENTBEY (Alptekin & Ergetin 2010, Li 2023). L1 & L2 DWMEEFEZ W\
LB EAR TR 2 ) L2 BB L LRICL2WMAEERH L LI 5 L& 2
55,

FATWIZETIZ, WM EFEOHE LR OB GBS 5 2 L S
TWho /bl (2011) 1, SCHE, & ISAIREE O 73T 22 BIRBE IZ WMDY
VZEC, BRI SR AR SR E D . SRR L ERRM AR 2 S
T L &AL F72 Linck etal. (2014) DO79WFFED X & 55347 Tld, WME =
L2 CREMRE)] & BHAEICTEOMMAE b b, CENIEHS . FEo i s,
TG SIZHET H 2 EDRB SN, RTAETIRIEEAY—FT %, L2
B2 CIL < AWV 5415 CAF (Complexity. Accuracy. Fluency O 3 flfii) 7»
CEHEIS 225 IO DOEITHIEEZE T2 % & CAF OV T ROMEIZ D
WMDSBIG-§ 2 RS m VW EE X b b,

1. 3 AMAOBEM IR

RIFZEIL, HFRRIER 7 1 N— MEEBRDSSTEFEO A Y —F  FHEIC LD &
VBB EGZLONEWALPICT LI L2 E—~OHNET S, AE—F
THDORTLHEG S, Mo S, EfES (CAF) 247 C. A
WEARE T 50 ZODIZHEFET 1 N— b ORERE L REBRED R Y —
F TR & FERRREERR AW IEEE ) A L 7z L CHEBIRET T 5o ARG
ELTRT A R— MEBREET, WINOHHETY LWV ENZRENEZRT L
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FZ2bMlz, BOHMIE, WMABG S 2, EET A N—MILTLLHE
FOBERTEIZEIFEDEZ 2 ME L 2 bH L ED DAL D,
CORIZBVWTHEIIMERNEZZR L 20856F 2 2L2 THRZLEN D
bo TDOLI) BRL2OBHMBEIZBWTIL, L2EHOWMEARTEH WV EE 2
BNDe TOX) miliE 2T 4 N— MEEBEIIL2 OWMEEED S
HIENEZLND, Ll L7280 WML, 3E5ER ¥ —F O IEfE S R EME
S, MM SIEELZ D0 ZEARBEINT VD, &2 CTRIFFEIZSE
ZOHWMELT, EETANR— MEBRORLZ20DFIZBVTHETED X
=X Y TRRIJICWMDBSED L ) G LT 22 lHo 2T 5, ZOH
D72 DIZEBRBIME NI A —F ¥ FEBIEH D TR L2ZOWMIZD
WTDERRD ER LWMZ ZEM L 720 BIZ, AE—F 2 7 OBEMRR
(Negative Control) FEFRE L TRFHHEELLE L. HEOEMIRE T2 £
TORIBFEHE (RT) %ZFHI L 720 HFET 4 N— ML 1555 & v ) BEfif R
DIFIZAE —F AT BAETH D720, BENR A —F DI S e
(FEM A7) PSS hz,

2. KBAE

2. 1 XEBENE

PRET A N— MEBRD2EL LS DR (T4 N— M) &L EIFETA
N— MEERO WA () 2aRe Lz HAC, EFEER - EREF

i

BAOBEN T - A2 BT 720D 7 ) —= 2 T EERL 720 Rk
B 72 AT A Gk 74 N— M (n=15. FIHER9.15% [SD=1.7]. F}
74 N— MEER3.84 [SD=1.1]). HHl#E (n=15. FHHF#20.75% [SD=1.5])
Tholzo T4 X—MHITEE, PDAEROREFET 1 X— FTIHH L TV
7zo PDAIL. HEM & G MOMHGEEE LD b NI NEF & FEH R C Fik
& RGRAEAT, AR & AR 28 ) TR TH %o

A7) == TIERD L) AT 720 HHOFEEEEORY 2z 572
B, OIMVEERBRS1EDLE, @A ¥ ¥ —F v aFIVAY — VETRES
FEDSIZIZWRETH o I AT 1 ELL B, OBFEDSSHAFELSL, owFhric
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HUTHEERI L7z S ORE. SN 7 JEEEREJICEFRIC DWW T b HE
THFTEEZE I o7 (22190, p=07)s E 52, T4 N— MNEITHZE
BN HRERTIEBINSIN L 71 N— MEBI 2175 TV A BN L . — 4
B E AN OB G- R RAR N 2k NFEFEATEI O AT T REME % Z 18
BANOBERMSTORS LA EE R 7 ) —= v 7 E L,
OB T O S 1%, Yashima (2002) OEESHEIPEREDS
DL S, WROMR, ERZEH, HiEA T4 7 OMEEICHT 5
{HZ v, 6HETRMI L7z ZOSHEAFELT 1 X~ MEOHAT
BRO(3.8; #iPH: 3.8-6.0) & 0 18D k2o Z2ihilHED 24 (24, 2.6) %,
SRl OB 2 S BRI L 720 AHAEIE. Ten Ttem Personality Inventory H 4%
FERE (TIPL-J; /N5 - BTG 2012) 2 S 402 HE (ERTHRMZ LT
AL TOPZOTBERLWERS D) 2R, 65 TR L FIME % 5
L 720 TIPI-NZ MO Big Five REEDAMAE L OHE (1=.67-.85) 25 &
Twa (N BTES2012)0 ZO2IHHEFPHT 4 XN— MHEOSA TR
(1.5; #iPH: 1.5-5.5) LD 1EM R - #0144 (0.5 %, FEiEOH
HTBINL7ze A7) — =2 Uik, JERESE OB 1T ) UM O 7
EY VKA FZ—OURETHE L. WINbAEETIROOLN Lo
7o (BT O &0 p=.08; #hATE: p=28)
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2. 2 EEBRFHRZCERZE

EEIT T A V&Y AT L Zoom (Zoom Communications, Inc.) % F\»
TH T4 v TERMLZ. ZMEIKEDPTAET LPCrLEML 72, &
DOFNE, KFEHFAE, AE—FRE, 7—-F 7 AEY (WM) RHEDNEIZ
Fhi L 720 SEEEIET D, BF - BUEORFEAHER, HE~OHEWN
Pefl () PRSI, LR COMEAIE) &R, T 5 R
Fa. BEEOMAIRDL, BERET 1 X— b OREERES (LLF, 74 N— MEFD
2 DOWCIIBH TR L 72,
R FERENSEFETION 2 2R L. ) H5MidYes/NoTEZ S 7 11—
AN ZAFay, SMEREPEHAAY - T R TAFar b L, K
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JGIER  (RT: response time (ms)) (&, FEEREDVEM OmEOFE % 5 L 72 W

PO BMBEBREORYOFELFE LB E Cx il L7z BGESoH%E

TlI<ah”SF O BHFNIEI L. SiEd (B “I. Twent to..”) PR SNS

Ytk EFEE BRI OSH TR I L7 HE T 2 SEEERAMG & W L7,

AE—F > JERE IELTS (International English Language Testing System) @

AC=F 277 AMIBITH/5— F2OFH & 2B LT, WREs A

ERCL7- M€y 7 2 a7z, IELTSTlE, PE v 7 ORERE EHIZZDTIC

FMEY 7 2FETHEOL Y MPEREN L, BINEIZERERI 155 O HEff

2TV, TOR2GUNIZAE—=F 21707, INME PE Y 7 2K Z T3

oy PERILIZe AE—FIIERE Lz, S LcEMIIFRILL, %2

BRI O/NT =< VY AR LI Z S P A TdH HCAF (Complexity,

accuracy, fluency : HHES - IEHES - WG S) ICHEOSWTAY —F V FRE %

AL 720 CAFIZESHHE TILCHWLNTE D, A TIE, kROE

TP THIT L 72

BHES 130472 ) DR (= FEREREEL + A FERH SCED

TS HESOEICRS LCERY 0B 5 LG (=520 U8+ #5855 08D

TS 1424721 OFEE (WPM (Words per minute) = #8F8 5l it 20 + #FS 5 IFE

i (43))

CAFEM D72 OO TROHERBHAIZ FOED ., LTI L LEFHI#EA L 72,

(1) MEFEERIE, AP LFVELICHL, SVWELIOFEEZ Ok
"ol

(i) FEFF & BFABAL L 2 W HMAL G720 OFERE IR 5 BRI L 72,

(i) MEFCHRERED 7 14 7 — 1 XFEHD SR L 72,

(iv) BIZEFERIIE, EBEORIBAEMNERIILE L TCORMOEEFE L 72k
HAS . ETHERORE T TORME L7,

(v) #IEFECHUT, FRBEEBFAHICHBIL 2@ 2 CBHE LT Y >~
M L7z

(vi) “and”\ “but*EAHpial & L THEEE T 71 F— & LTHWHNR TR
BElE, TORIHBRTLESE L CEF L Lc, ottt 1 CE’
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T POHWIE [F v — PR ) = AP S O 4 RERFE (5
T - RE 2013) ] 12fEo 720 B ZIE, “and” 2DV Tld, [RFEE]L [H
WG F 72 1387 ), a4 % EoJF#% . [and so on¥ O FH 23 |
EV) HEDSEREINTWA D, UM HE LG & L TR
W, 230 E LCEFEL 72,

(vii) IEFESIE. &1L EOSLEMGR ) SFTET 2 2 CTHIE L 72 3
N OEEIIEEFEZIEY 7 b7 = 7 Grammarly (Grammarly, Inc.) %
W72H A RESE IR T B BT T E DR LRV,

WMEERE WMOHElEE LT =71 7 A3 7 A b (Daneman & Carpenter

1980) % A 7z ABFFETIE, HEFRFHME/ERRE L CEE T2 F AT I

B S 1 72ESL (English as Second Language) W) — 7 1 > 7 A8 7 A b

(Osaka & Osaka 1992) % 720 SHNHE IIPCHIH P IZEIR SN B L%

Tt L. TNENOLKFELZRLET S X )R L7 (Figure 1) iREIZ2 L

PO L. 13T DM LIk KSLETHEMLZZ. & 2T, [l—3C8%M

(2-530) BT ANLEZEHRERLAZOELE D 2Ly M EIES (F]: 3

LHEMETIEIE Y =330 FHOUEE LHEMHICOEs5Ey PAEL

&Ly POENLDERPHET LIZERICHCGERZ 2R L, ZORATY

ity PNOBICKEEZ ity €70, M HIEEH E L7225, HLIZERS

NI LD LKFED & e % il

TRLZWVE ) ICHR L., #il

TR ROFE 2 ®T720 FoR

LIX9-13FHENE S T, [{—

FREIIS LT O HEL. X

I EH A OREE IR © 7%

Wk, [Fr—rR2)—X

HHED» O OF # BEHTE (B

8 B 2013) ) A5 L Figure 1. WMERED 7 1 2 7L A H[TH D]

- - 5
Fo B A (dO0saka & Osaka g gt 1Sy o RR S, BREIE
(1992) 1ZHitvy, B EStts kR BT 2 LI ko,

| would often eat ice cream when | was little.
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v M3ty PLRIES LIS U RSN TLE, 28y MIEAIE
0505, 1ty PUTOHEIZEE L, 0O EZORNTHREYITS
o7z AR ERRIT, EXHFMHTHEG LA (1R 721305
B RAFL. B LEodiiizas (2-5X0 45 & Lz,

CEFR #5EN D&KM% LANOVIRIEE & L C, CEFR IZED KA HEIL
720 CEFFE (2016) AURT HFREAEHER & CEFR L XV & ORFIGIZ D
&, BB OFEFEH D SCEFRL NV (A1-C2) #HEFE L. Al=14—
C2=64& LTHEN L, BHOBKEZTRL TWAHEIZIE, &L
SRS L7z 0% fvaiz,

2. 3 FT—&M@m

WM & CAFRIE K N EREREORT & D BHEAST 4 N— MEERO A I L -
TEDEIWRL DN EMFT 5720, —KILMHIEE TV (generalized
linear model; GLM) 2 & 2 G507 24T 2 720 &S IMEIZDO VT, CAFEIE
WZOWTIE32D My 7 BN EOFEEE, T2, &iiEED
RTIZDOWTIX10M DI % kD720 73T Tld. CAFFRIES RTC (BAES -
ERES - HB ), RUAFREORTZEBERE L, WMES, B, RO
WM EBEDORSHEAE A MOT R Lo & 512, SRR O N2 %
T 57:%. CEFRIEFH A ABAK L L CTETVICED 2, BERITAHEE
Hiel LTI L7z & 612, BEXWMRHEAEHOMMR 2T 5720, [
—DETFNVRIK L THOEELY ANE L. FHICBT 2 WMo T ER %
HH L7z WMESIZERETHAZ L EZE L., hidfl (=3) Tt
L72e WTNDETVIZBWTYH, EBEHUIT Y ZA04 2 e L, %M
Ba MWz, AR ERICOWT, MR E E5E L 2\ Bl 7 B Mk
ELTY o VFOTREZRAT 5 720 HEE SN2 BYRREOF B K OTHRE
(& HEKES% (M) THE L7z, MEHHNTIZIZ, R version 4.5.0 (R De-
velopment Core Team) % ffi[f] L 72,
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3. &R

FANR— MEBROA ML > TAY —F 0 ZRE 4951 (BMES, ERES.
e S REEPUGKRER) BED LI IIRLE DD BLUTWMEAE—F 7
REST DBAFRIEIZ DV CGLMIC THIT L 720 2O R, BHES LG S 12>
WTIE, WERL T RXR= P HEIZBWTOAWME O E 7% 1IEO B H#)F0
L, MEFETIEIWME OREIZ RO N e h oz —F. IEHESIZOW T
WM - & D ICER G RIIBEDOSNT, RTICOWTIET 4 X— METO
AWMATENT EHNEIN AR Sz, DR, FRET L ICHREZRT. 2B,
ETOETIVIZCEFRIFRICED (EFBENRE 2 LR L L TED P, K
DTITHE L WMORN RN Z U TTHE T 50 HEE MR OBER RO 3
{ITable 1-41278 L, #: 2 & 5040 e O RYF B % Figure 2-5127R8 L 72,
B S (1304720 0fER) 2 itEER L L72GLMD kR % Figure
2K UTable 11277 T, HEXWMORKRHEAEHPHERETH ) (=6.44, p=.021),
WM & B S ORIENHRIC L - THRAR D 2 EDIRE Nz, BiEFOBET o
MR TAN= METIEWMAEWIT SRS PSEEICHEINL 20128 L

*

o (o]
Group == C = D

N w
[ o

Complexity
N
o

= -
o (&)

. oo 0 0
o oo
®0 o« oD oo

.

s

LIS °
.

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 C D
WM Group

Figure 2. 71 X — M L #fEOWM & B3 S 0 BAR
(ff - B & RS, 4 B O 8 S 1 R0 570)
A B DFigure 25133 d . R CEEEREZHWTBY) (74 X— M D,
B - Oy IR OFFIXIEE SN2 MR ER D ISBEHEX ) . A ERERL (*p<05,
#Ep< 01, #*#p<.001, n.s. p>.05) bIBETH 5, WEFHITELSM,
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(WM of D: =7.50, p=.001). #CHl#ETIZWM & HE X O MIH 327 B 1332
OHNEHoT (WM of C: f=1.06, p=.54), F7-. %8 L L THARAL
CEFRIEGA DA ELRIEOMBZ IR L (f=4.19, p<.001). FEFEDVHVIZEL
DEIVPEVT EREEI N, —h, EEE2ZE L 2R TH S
Tz VFOTHETIE, 74 N— MEOYME S IIMABR L DV EFICE 2o 72
(T(19.2)=2.8, p=01; Figure 247) o

Table 1. B S 1263 % WM & BEDR)E: O GLMET 5 5-

Factor p T P significance
Group 1.15 0.77 0.448 n.s.
WM of C 1.06 0.62 0.540 n.s.
WM of D 7.50 3.79 0.001 HoHE
Group X WM 6.44 2.47 0.021 *
CEFR 4.18 4.46 <0.001 ok

) WM of C. WM of DIt ENZIVFHITER T 4 X— MEEZIE#ES 7T & L
T2ETIVIIBIT 2 WMO HAHER & 3, (#p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001, n.s. p>.05) o
VIBE D Table T b [F] UKL 2 AV %,

EREX EfES GRY XoEE) EEEKE L72GLMOKH % Figure 3 &
UTable 21277, O TRIE, WM ERH, R OTHEXWMOREHAEH O W

n.s
° o]
0.8 g
3 o
o
©
=] o 4
8 . Co ]
<951 I Chanoo0o0 R
= o]
0 [
9 o
044 ° | . |
2.0 25 3.0 3.5 4.0 Fo) )
o Group

Figure 3. 74 ~X— MiE (D) &idilEE (C) OWME IEHE S DBIR
(fe) EREBIIEME S 13T () (ns. p>.05)
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FTNOEETIE AR, EfEZIZOWTIIWM - B & L IZIRE A RIS
Ndro7z (Table 2)o 7z VFOTHGEIZ L AHEMILETL., AHELFH
fEDZEITFED SN o7z (T(25.9)=1.0, p=29; Figure 377) o

Table 2. 1L S 1259 2 WM & BEO I FEDOGLMFNT 45 (Table 1.7E2R)

Factor p T P significance
Group 0.06 0.87 0.39 n.s.
WM of C 0.00 0.05 0.96 n.s.
WM of D 0.03 0.29 0.78 n.s.
Group X WM 0.02 0.19 0.85 n.s.
CEFR -0.02 -0.41 0.68 n.s.

TEE WS (154720 O WPM) ZIEBEA L L 7-GLMOfE R
% Figure 4 X U'Table 31278 T, HEOFEREVERZTH Y. 714 X— MEEIIH
T L 0 JEs S Ao 72 (B=15.25, p=01)s & 512, FEXWMOZHEAEM
WHEBETH -7z (=33.04, p<.001), HAMEF OB DR, 74 X— ME
TIETWMDSE WIT G S A IS L 72 (WM of D: =38.44, p<.001)
DIZxF L. FEFECRRWMERB SOMICARELZBEEIIER N 0o 72
(WM of C: f=5.40, p=38), F7-. CEFRENLAERIEOMEZRL (8=9.80,
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Figure 4. 774 X— M (D) L#HITE (C) OWME T S OBILR
(F2) LRGN S 4550 () (#**p<.001)
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p=01). HEENPEVEINEIZEWPMA E W EATRE SNz, HWERE
BORVEMEKE LTy 2 VFOTHREZTo 2R TL, 74 X— M
DG S TR L W EEICE o 72 (T(21.5)=4.5, p<.001; Figure 475) o

Table 3. FiElG S 1263 2 WM & BED R E O GLMENT 5 H (Table 1.7EZR)

Factor p T P significance
Group 15.25 2.90 0.01 **
WM of C 5.40 0.90 0.38 n.s.
WM of D 38.44 5.51 0.00 ok
Group X WM 33.04 3.60 0.00 K
CEFR 9.80 2.96 0.01 *E

LFORIGHER (RT) AFFEIZBI7ART (EBREOEMKET 53
HOFEFEMIG E TORER) 2B EK L L7-GLM®D i & % Figure 5 X O
Table 412733, HOREL EHMRIZFBO N oz HEXWMOIEHAE
HIZDOWTHOHEELRMBEIERD SN h o 725, HAEFOBE O£,
TANR= FHETOARWMDPEWIZERTPEZICHRD T 52 ARSI N
(WM of D: p=-106.40, p=.04)o —J7. AR EE L 2 WHNLKTH 2
T I VFOTHETIX, 74 N— MEORTIIHHEE L ) FEIK2 o 72
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Figure 5. 71 X— M (D) &t (C) owWME JUGKHE (RT) OF
2 (/E) ERBEMORT (£) (*p<.05)
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(T(26.6)=2.4, p<.02; Figure 545) ¢

Table 4. FUGHFE (RT) 12%F9 5 WM & B O R)F O GLMFAT 5 5
(Table 1.7EZHR)

Factor p T P significance
Group -36.84 -1.01 0.32 n.s.
WM of C -22.63 -0.54 0.59 n.s.
WM of D -106.40 -2.19 0.04 *
Group X WM -83.77 -1.31 0.20 n.s.
CEFR -27.38 -1.19 0.24 n.s.

4. EE

ARWRFEIE, SEFRRIEAL 7 1 N— MEBRDSEFEO A Y — X L S ERIZED X
VBB EGZLEONEHALPIIT LI EEE—~OHBE LTV, &5
WEHEFET 4 RX—= N TRHRERMICHOON L L EZLNLL2OWMIZEH L.
PFEAE—F V TEEIICWMA ED L ) 1B b2 il cltitd s 2 &
FEHE_OHME L7ze SOHBIOD EIZHFET 1 N— MEERE & KBRS O
o %2 LT, BREAY—FORMS . IFRES., Tl S 205 LR L
7oo TORR, FFIHMS ., B S IIBVTHMOAEENLALN, T4
N— MEZIGEOTG SBEH W AR EN—H T, ERESIZOVWTHE
X, odce KFEERTIET A N— MEIAE RN 5720 RICAE—F
TR NOWMDEZENEIZ OV TH BIRE RGO Nz, AE—F 7
DEHES LB IIIOVTIE, HEREWMEROA B2 ZEHAEANRS
N, WIEHHIZBWTT 4 X— bEIZBWTOR, WMATEL R LT, B
S, G STESAEREIE L 2D LV ERPA LN, DFED . T N—
FEIZBWTOAL2OWMDSE W, A Y —F 2 7 OMMEMERC T S 255
5LV BRENE AL, —F T, IEES ESFHEOISFH (RT)
2DV TIEWM & OBREIEIEEICB W TA LN A 572,
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4. 1 HETAN—PMIREREEBAE—F2T

AWFFENE — M) 2% EREOFGERE, MRy HEER A M, SR EH B U 7
EERBETEI LWL IISHEHII L2 ETT 1 N— MELRHIBEOTFEA K —
FUTHIIOLE %475 720 IR E LT, 774 N— MM S, IEES,
T SISOV T EA S (. REFEORTIIZED 2w PRSI N, 204
By FFEOTING S, HHES T, TAXR- MEOBENFREIIE P o/, 2O
FERITHEFET A N= MDA —F VIR 22 WO R R — L
72, EFBFICRT TR EN D KRGO RISHEO R EIZIZES Lawve v
PR B L CHNRE SO b RS 2 TR AR 7z T4 NX— P TIXED
SNTZA Y —FIREHINICHIREO & 2 552 L2 1T UL 6 v & v ) R
BRI D72 ORGSR T W EE 2 b b, — Ty EMESIC
DWTCEN M Do MO H & L CRRAEROR S 25 L Twb L&z
bbb, NOEEANZ XL ERBRENIIZRAN S D, EEDEHEZ D
CoOTIEMESIIBEHS EHETHI EIRIBENTWS (Housen & Kuiken
2009)c ZOMBIZH =4 (2019) X, CAFIIMAL L72b D TldZa <. HWwIiZ
WE LS BRICH ) FBIEEOEBIEFEOBFICL - T, 3IREMT b

—F - FTREPELLZEERL TV D, WiET 14 N— NI, H A
E—FREICE L DIEMEER E L2 EDPEETHY . EES XD LS
REHLIEAE=FHAPTbObNL L V)RS, 2089 B 2EARATE
7oT 4 N— MEBRETL, MBS PBESL SN A - fThbhc e ER S
N7ze TAN= MIAE—F V FOIEMEEZ M LS5 L3 g weicd
WORPD Lithv, S, WS ORME LR LD EORRIE, FEFETA
N— b OO FEENFE (Majidi et al. 2024, Hassan 2021, £ H - £41£2010)
TR SNHHEE, WO EEBR—HT 50 THL, TNHHEFEA
Y= 2 7R TH - 2HHIZOWTIE, £EEH L 2WMORE5-H3%
AONBEDZORHKREIZTELET 5

4. 2 L2OWMBAE—F D IARIEFTHEEEET « N— MEER
L2OWMOMHE N5 1E7 4 X— MEIZBWTOAR, WMEHE2EL S

—145—



&, BHES LGS OMANENETNEL b LI RIELNZ, &
NHOFRIZ, WMAL2 O CEAMRE) & OMIZIEOMERH L 2 L. I
ICWMA R, SCEM 2 B S RREROEM S, Mih SIS BEEr 5256w
9 5 (Linck et al. 2014) X, WMIZTEOMIR & A om#H IS B L, §¥F
W ZARERE O GHT & BIROBEICIE, WMALETH S (UMl 2011) w9
FATHFZED S D SN 5,

— T BRAEEMIE. 74 N— N HORIHBITE L ) B S LG S Y
WZOWTWMO AR 2 2B TH L. TOHHIE LTT 1 N— &R
HL2WMOIA L& b 7256 L, ZO#ER, WpHEEsn L Lz ehE2 5
N7z TOHEWHSLPIIT BT 4 X— MEOWME 7 1 N — MEERE
HOBROIENT & ARFEBRCTHEM L 7ZESLILY — 74 ¥ Z AN F A ML B
L2OWMESIZ DWW THMILEZ T 70, 74 N— Mz RE LT, fiE
BER WM, B ZEH % 714 N— MEBREE. CEFRZ AL L72IH
FUYAT A4y 7 MRS 2 T> 720 TOMRE. 71 N— MEEBEH O %)
ROPBEMATH 72 (=168, p=08)c F-WMORMILEZ ., (EELHK
WM, MV E A REOE W, CEFRZ ALK E LER Y AT 4 v 7
HFEHTCTROE L2 2 A, HEROAEZ ERR (=2.62,p<01). 7%
bETFTANX= FMECTWMPEAEIZEWI EDRENT, TNSDFEDNS
TANR= MEBRIZI DV L2OWMPTA E L, €O EICEY) 714 X—= MED
HAE —F OGS RS IR L 26T 2L TT 4 X—= MHIZBWT
WMOD A Y —F 2 FRIINOMED L AON LRSI ND, TORRE
LT, 74— MNEOHM S, MG SPWMOAELBEET bbb ki
DN bEZOLND,

PFHET A N— bR L EFEZETITONI A —T B L R0
. EFETANR—FTIE (R 28] AP BWTIEZ ., #mama Lo
W 57200 FEE LTEENPHOSENSL HTH S, Majidi et al. (2024) b,
PFET 4 N— D CREFHFENFHFTOTERE T OOMFOEEZTFD L LW
I BRI a=r—var b, BRBWZHNE b o TERT 2720, &
DRSS N EERENRO N D Z L ICHENERYN D L LT b,
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Foalk L7z K9 IZHFET 4 N— MIIRO=ZDO DR H 5o (1) ALEDEE
AL, LEICEHSOEESLIRR L VEAORET LV [EEE
(2) HEfEER & A ¥ —FREHIAR STV 5 &) TREFEIHID ], 2L
(3) FHTRF — 2 A v N—b Vol [BEOIFIE] THbHo KR, M
AR LEZEEZHG L 20N b ewew)aia=r— 3 LoH
Hhd 5 2 & T, HihT 4 N— M CTEREF —20AE—F 2 HF LB L
729 2T, WY R BGR & A - R T A LEDPE L D, LA o T, ik
TANR=DMIENEZCOWMELELTEHIEHTHL EEZLNL,

Ll U770 N— MEERZE L CL2EA COWME_ EOR)E, Zihuictk
I TR B L ORMESE SN EZ SN D, Tl L 912
L1&L2 TIEWMBEREA R 72 5 2 L AVREN T 5 (Alptekin & Ergetin 2010,
Caplan & Water 1999, Li 2023), [{l LWMT A b THL2TO T A M EFIE
LIMOBERLID QIFEALEDBEAITEAIZI %% (Man et al. 2013), L
M LURRERE R R AICL2 & OFGEENE L 2D 1221 Ty WAICB VT
ZOL2WMAS A S 5 £ 5 (Kormos 2008)s Z DEIRTL2 WMLV 5 —fk
B WMd % \WIZLIWME 382 ) A o TO IR ZLL, &0
7o CCHGET 4 N — MIFEFREH I BT AL2WMIZKI R 2 5 &
A (I

72720 ERLOBERUINC MDD REMED D 5 Bl 213, 4RIk
IZHFEOWMOEWSIIEDST 4 N— MEIH->TB Y. —HWICL1 & L2
OWMIZIEMEZ T 50T, ZO/ERE LTT 4 X— FEOL2WMAE <
Loz RREDH L. TabbL2WMAE D5 72017 14 N— MEERTIZ
GALIWMAEWHEDL S 72720 TH LML EZ SN L, 40,
LIWMZFHI L TV 2w TZ O REHEIEZESICHERTE v 7272 L,
SO TIET 4 N— FEZITAE—F 2 ZICWMBG A i@ - 722 &1
LIWMOE S TIEHBPATE 2o TRk E L TidimdidhvweEzoh
%o
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4. 3 RARESHORE

ARHFZEORA T E LT, SHET 4 N— MEERE ) 7 v — b OREEMED H
DRSO N EFBOADOEBRSIMEDI R TH o 72h, L) LVSINETOMR
AEDMETH Do T4 MNEBEEDT 1 N— MEBRABEDOFFFEA L —F ~

1252 BB EZGLM TR L7720, HAREONEMRIIHEETE S

BN 2 RBIRIIR SN v X0 IEREZ RERBIFR % 7R 3 720 121308
Y ARHTEE D BV ERET 4 N— M AEBRILETH Do FRIZS TS
W7 o720 L2WMASERE T 4 N— M A X 0 ERRIC A3 2 020k
AE. S SIIETERE A FEOL1IWMEET) & ORI EH 72 G35 2
LT, BRET A R= M HPAE—=F ¥ FNG.2 2 8B L OWMA Lo fe
WZOWT LR T LN TE L, INHORIZRICHE, HFEHE D
WA R e R 52 5 2 LI s NS,

R - ARBFFRIZ 5 B E A O SCEE DB B O BT R & 2T, 5B
—HH LB EFBDTERE R O T — Y OB 2TV, 5 5EE
EMRIFLTH Do AR H M d#kmE L TN IE, EmERa
WCTHEZRIA Y PEHWOHEZERI A Y v 7IEHP L ETFE5,
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