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FRIZOWT OGN O RTINS

The Effect of Imagining Own Future on Face Recognition

HAR AET BT R g
Kvoko Hine, Rut Noucht, Yuji Itoh

The aim of this research was to investigate the effect of imagining own future on
face recognition. According to “Construal Level Theory” (Liberman & Trope, 1998),
featural information tended to activate when imagining the near future. If so, the
activation might evoke featural processing, and the featural processing would be
carried over to the face recognition task. The featural processing also causes the re-
duction of accuracy of face recognition. Participants (N=97) were randomly assigned
to one of the three conditions (near future, far future, control). After imagining their
future, participants took the recognition task and rated how confident they were
about their choices. Participants in the near future condition was significantly lower
on the combined confidence/accuracy measure than participants in the control con-
dition. The result suggested that when the near future was imagined, the featural
processing was carried over to the post face recognition task, and caused decreas-
ing the accuracy of the post face recognition task.

Key word: Face recognition, Processing shift, Construal Level Theory
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ML (configural processing) % & )£ < H5 Z EATERBEORMEIZO RS 2 L 2RIET 50
”ﬁﬁfiﬁﬂ:é nTw3 (eg, Diamond & Carey 1977; Tanaka & Farah 1993; Young Hellawell, & Hay
1987)c A MLEL L 1, & H, HAE, "M% ITLIEDTEXLED/IN— ((Farah 1991) |
U‘T@Lfi“fﬁ)éo — WL, TEOS— Y HOMBERBRRPAEFER I2OWTORETSH
% (Schwaninger, Ryf & Hoger 2003; Schwaninger, Lobmaier & Collishaw 2002; Tanaka & Sengco
1997) 0 £ DA, FHOMME LY & &AM Z V72050, HOTRERIIE R LZE 26N
Tw5 (Bartlett & Searcy 1993; Diamond & Carey 1986; Leder & Bruce 1998; Tanaka & Farah 1993;
Tanaka & Sengco 1997; Young, Hellawell & Hay 1987) o

BAD P RBI | 2RI IR % 2 V72 RIS ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁ(&é EHIRE SN DL, FLHERICE
LI A L ) & CHWTWAIGETH S, 72%72% , FLERIRE & FER ET@%@*?K%)‘#ﬁ(LTV‘Zgﬁ‘
bThb, —J, FADREIFIZEEIPLIZ IR L ) % {fToTH, FHRRHICHA LR L X
DNZCHWTLE D &, FLsaE & TRBRF O MR SR 7% 2 720, FRAKEOME AV PSS (Mor-
ris, Bransford & Franks 1977) . FFREBIFICAEY) 20 MMLEE A £ {fT>TL £ 9 —fl& LT, HOWH
PR AN E O AL DS RO H N2 T L, T OREPHEO TR I LB S 1L 2 FHEDSHEE
END, BHOTREIEERT AT - 7280 B O s B O T RBARE ICHF b S N A W REME & S5 A 31
SLLT, AOBERBENICEEH LZEHICOWTESHEREZIT) &, TOROEOFRHEEDBHED
T4 2 S3EE#EIE (verbal overshadowing effect) 23S N TW5 (B 21, Schooler & Engstler-
Schooler 1990) o

Schooler & Engstler-Schooler ®3E& (1990, exp. 1) T, #EH 7 4 XA CHITHRELHR O E T4 8
PR ENTze FEH T = A AB0 205 MOBBEREISH VT, SRELARIEIIIE T8 L7 gUT
REDOBHIZOWTOFFFLBD 55RO Size ¥ bu— Vi, MEERENG 2 b/,
DHT A NT 2 A4 A CHRMEDERM S 72 FRETIE, ETF 08 L dUTREoEEE L S
FRRLIR ENNED ATV 5 AW & & LG EA, MR ISR S 7z 1R L {RITHME O
BHZERTLIEOTELAFOEAIX, 2 Po— VLD b EELAFCHEILE,I 72 Eib
OEREE LT, FUROMREMERZT TlE % d FBMEHOMEMEI R ENZ L L), BIREVHRTH S
EER 5o

SEERRIRE U2 HEHAE LT, SHELLLANEPRHB SN T IREREL s THL, <

DFERBEOFEBENMET 55 & v ) b Tt 2 Tv % (Schooler & Engstler-Schooler
1990) L22L, SiELONED M X & FHGEIIZHE 2N 2 & (Brown & Lloyd-Jones 2003),
¥ =7y PUSHDBEIZOWTOFFEIC L o TOFiR LT L2 WHE I THRREME TS5 2 &
(Dodson, Johnson, Schooler 1997) 23 &N T Wb, L72h > T, HF o bT ¥ 0 A TILEEEHR)
BEFPTLEBHLVESZ D,

% Z CSchooler, Fiore & Brandimonte (1997) (X, SiEREARIESE L AP E LT, EHOFREIL
BOTEHS IR EY) 2 WFCTH 2125 b 63, EERMEOSIEEIC L), 2Fnue

LES AN LAY 7 P LT L E ) 720, SalRiRIBIEZ SN L LT 2mMB N EY M

(transfer inappropriate processing shift: TIPS) %32Z% L 72, 51, fi# L72HICOWTSELT S
BRI S N85 D O B AEIC E THRb SN, EHOBBEICB W TIIA#EY 2L TH %
IR SEMICH SN L Z LIk 5T, EHOHBREOBHEAMET L7z &AL 72,
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Figure 1. An example of Navon stimuli.

AT LIRS E B L REED S L S N D 2 LI Xk o T, OB PRT 5 2 & 2584 20758
& L, Macrae & Lewis (2002) OFEEE%EZ81F5 L ATE 5, Macrae & Lewis (2002) 1%, Navon
HFE AT, HEOFFRICBIT A UHEOFF LR LIZ L 2 EEIZ D0 THET L7z Navon I &1, K&
BWFENNE G LFOHEEIZL > THPN TV BRI TH S (Navon, 1977) Figure 112, Navon X
DB %R L7z Navon ITED/NE % LT OFAID 1L, HALEICEKE L TnbeEZbNE, —
JiNavon ITE DK & % LT OF A &, EERMLEIKGFE L TWbEEX L5, EOTEIRER
12, Navon[KIIEH DK & % LT % G AW A 501, Navon[MIEZ Vi EZThRevay ho—)b5
PRIZHN, 5] &5 & 90 S Mo EO B T B o 720 — 7, Navon I O/ & % CF % 5 A
WA 5ME, Ty FO— VRIS, EFEEREONGEITED - 72, ZO#EEIE, Navon KA O L
FEAIY FEP B S IZH WD, EOFERETHBLICHWLN, TogBIZ L) EOFHR
BRI BV D72 L RS 5 2 L S C& %, Navon I % FV 7258 ALY SRER OE S LS, 2
OFFEICHE LB I N/ 2 & 2RI 57813 Weston & Perfect (2005), Perfect, Dennis & Snell
(2007), Hills & Lewis (2008), Weston, Perfcet, Schooler & Dennis (2008), Lewis, Mills, Hills & We-
ston (2009), IZX o> THHBEENT VS,

Navon [JE & V72RO FE Sk L 2 MRaT L7258, FUst L 72 IC O W T O F B & 5k % FER
EERZY b TEHHOWMEEZHRCEX L7720, WHOFLE L 0F2%, L) EENICHRET S
LN TEREEZOND, LL, Navon RIEA LT 2 KE L LT E 2N E R LTOVT Il
K35 RS ERD, TOHRICHEN S N5 EFEREO TR T Navon ITEOER LTORE 212 &
BEWPH SN G, TORNE L TCFRERERFOES 4 MBS A ERE T O EH L LB TH - 7-
&) TTREME DA ORI RE 2 A S T B,

Lamb & Robertson (1988) 1%, Navon ik BT 2 MILOFEELM L IX, KEWIFOFRAIY &/
SR LFOFMY) TEUISEZ L 05 TlE R, FEELZMT2HFAIRLRINL 20E L S L
U7ze 2F D, REBRLFOHAIY) TIIFEEOHFS KWL L, /ML LFOHAIY TIEEED
HIBH2SILERIR 2 D, TS 20 LT OHANY TIHEEOHPEIELRLEEZ LI ENTELDT
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Hho TLT, FTOHRIITONAHEBREEIZB VTS, Navon bl b FFLEOHPIITEZ 2T 5
7202, HIEEIGEWIE LA EEZ LI ENTEL, LD > T, SHICHEBEMICUIEOR b L
DORMFIEH T 57200121, HRARERNICERT 2HEICB VT, FHHT2HERROZM 2 RS S
WEWPENHPLE LVEFR D,

TREFRERNCFE T 2, BRI 2L S 2 EICB VT, HH T 2HEMMOZERN K E S
WGEWHPE LR WL T 57200 FED—28 LT, MEHEZNWAEVWEEEZRITLZEHNTE
%o BUETN A AV 3SR £ 72130 1B AMBESE R M 2 2L S8 5 2 5T & UL, Lamb &
Robertson (1988) 7% U7z, EEOFHOF LM LIS X 23 REE A HIRT 522 LA TE %,

MRS 2 VI ISR R P 2 22 b X &5 s LC, Liberman & Trope (1998) @, ML X
JVBIZS (Construal Level Theory; CLT) 1235 Tt X 2 FH T 2 WREMAZT SN 5 RHL )L
HEHICB W, Bar-Anan, Liberman, &Trope (2006) &, PH#E BeR, 1%, HEFHO4ODEITTIE,
ZOOEIHEEASE WRFRISR LT, BWRRICH LTI, MIRNAERRETERT S Em L7,
— BB BEASIT W RITRT L CIE, MBI oW T A LEIIc R Db END L L, LTI L AL

D &R (global) THALI ENTHMTESL E L, SO & FMERT 572012, Forster, Friedman
& Liberman (2004) 1%, M EE V72 ER 2T o720 O OFERTIL, mAREl, TRREME,
IV MU= VEENRERT bz, EEARFGOERSIME L, 1FERICHNLMEEZFENTNL LA
MG T D Lo ROONOIIK L, R, WHAMRMEZEWCWL e A 25T 5 L9
KOONTo Ty PO—VEHFOERSINE R, BETL2ILEIROONE»ro7, ZLTEZDOHK
Schooler, Ohlsson, & Brooks (1993) THW 5723 2O iy 2 A SR BEAER S N /ze T D 32D
2R, Schooler, Ohlsson, & Brooks (1993) O FEERIZ BT, SiEEEIEIFER SN DO TH -
720 MESHE ORI, mARSM R D BA o 7o Forster, Friedman & Liberman (2004) (&, i
SR A ERIE DI BRI TH Y, mAREM TR IEREZRGT 2 & v ) 2kl
AR GEICF b S 272012, MoFEME L) S IAEHREOKS R o7z LR L 72,

TEREICB W CAHR R Y BHOMFREICBW AR RMEERFE U Th o0 b v ) i
IZDOWTIE S 5% 2ESRO 5205, ISR Z Vw25 2 & THEEDT LT 5 L W) IRER
HLZENTED, 2% 0, MOAREZIE L - BHOHFRRELERT 25613, 22X ) 2&fn
TEHAYEME L S v (Forster, Friedman & Liberman 2004), 4 fARYLELANE (L 72 IRAE AN R AT B
BEned < ebd—F, HORRZHEG L Z2BEOHEEEZ E-T L2561, oI EEL s
M, BRI S AL R IR DS R AN b SN TR b L ERX DT LDTE D,

Hunt & Carroll (2008) 1XfERL NOVBEIEGICHEO X, B2 ES MM AE D S L5/EE LT, &
WK o IE ARk A IR T A E L R, SEEEMIROFEAEIE DA LS PE L, EE
BLIBRHLZBEICOWCOSHERRR 2 FE_T 5 L, SHEEESREIAEL, TOBROEOHEED
BAEIENT 92 2Tl s ng, LaoL, Silatibic &) S0 asES R RED S, HOHEM
RERT ST OV LB S B IRFEANZ L X 5 2 e AT EIUL, TR OB T IR MFE S v &k
STl L 7.

% Z CTHunt & Carroll (2008) (&, SiErtiliE OBV REZ MG 5 5k, Tk z 854
B C B EEICHEE S 0 P — VR ERREL, TORICERINDTA v F v Tl



RRIZOWT ORGP EHOHRIEN KT HH 149

PHOFIEEDO B % I L 720 T OGS, fi# L 2O SHELR S e o N T, ZommuwERs
MG LG TIELL Y =7y b2 BIRT A LEDTELARDESIZ, v bo— L5t Eh) b4
Molze =0, MOREEZMGLALMNTELL Y =7y b2 EIRT L LD TELALBOEAIZ, O
YU VEHLY Dot T, mWEREEGT A LMHTIREHEREGIRIIR SN L o7
B, EWRERZHUET M0 O — VAT, SHERBIESBE SN, 1h51F, mhRk
i ABAL Yol ,iﬁﬁLﬁ@ciofﬁ\mkﬁﬁ@%&w%#%AWMkﬁﬁﬁ%fﬁ%«ﬁ
%mb,%wﬁm&% IZBWT O SR ER R IRES b SNz 0, FRAREL I L L7
U7ze =77, VAR EBBGE LG T PO — VAT, BHOFEREIIBW IR &%ﬁi@
PRI T % r o 72728, SEERR 2T o TV WEMEL ) S FHEEHEIIEL o7z k L,

L% L Hunt & Carroll (2008) ®FEEETIE, HOBBHZOSIELLEXITo TWwh o, FFrBfd
B ETHEUES U SHEOFEEAO LD L ) LM EN»r 2 EET 57-0121F, HHW
Th\WEWwR 5, Rtk & FERIC, mWEREE G T 52 L2 & > TESRUES I LHE & 7 2
%5, FOBROEEMEIIGENESRONLZEA ) . mORREMGET L2 LI12X o TES LA

DERMEIZ 7 2 7 H1F, — IO TRV S N2 AU L BRI —HT 2D T, 20
BOFEREOWENEL 25 2 LIZHREI NV, 22 CRERTIL, FELERERNICm VIR 2 8%
T 254, TVEREEGT 250, EEEREICHEFRT L2502 3E L, S5EH O TR % L
T5HILT, BELMAORFLBE LRI OVWTHRTLZ L2 HWE L,

ES &

Bk

FEERBINE 190 5 5T OFAEIT AV FERRICSM L7z CFH21195) . EBFRBINE, FAkEE
(B3N, &2l N), mAEH (BHIBA, LMHI8A), v bo— NVl (BUHIA, LH23AN)
W53 6z,

EERETE Ao EE GRS, moRREE av bu— VB o, 1 EREEREMFIETH - 72,
BBEE WIREICHVAHHME LT, =7y NOBEEE G 16O LEOEEENHE S
7o ‘ﬁ“’\“(ﬂ)—tfﬁi\ IHEFET, EMxAVwTWe, $EFEIL, ZRAPRAI LWL, HIThE
DEFH iG> THEAZIZT Y S M7z, TNEDFEIL, 1MOA T4 R EICHE - 4T ORE S
thogﬁﬁﬁmTt@,1#%mmﬁiﬁgﬁhfwto9—?7%@55@,L#%z&ﬁm—
FTHICRE S, 8 OHFNIES Nz,

EERMTF EBMTE LT 2HEoBEEHAKIAHAES Nz, —DIT, ﬁﬁ’jh‘u% HlZ AR TH D,
TRRHERH, mARH, 22 bo— VHHOSTENHE S Nz, Ao RENEHRIE, #ore

M2 SR ST, &9 — o R ARIEHRREREHKT, 2/\*/7%%&0’@#:0 1
NR=VHIETA v Fy TREHKTH Y, 2=V HIZ, FREIIOWTOEM L BEWTH - 72,
FhE FEBIL KFORFENTERSI Nz, FTERSINEIL hrbFERTFERTLI L, %
BRARRZ T D 72012, EBOBNEMOLWT VA » bA %%ﬁ@%ﬁ(T%@xé L) ZENEL
bifze TOTVAY Y M LTHRNENIZAYA, =7y bThotze ¥—7 v POEE~NDAZE
EFELS, FEEBREIFIBRE L. ¥—7 v MIAER, FROTRERSHKLEA L7, ERSNE
&, SEEHOMERMKDO I L, —2x Wb L) EFo/. ¥—7 vy M, HERKPERSINESE
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MTEES &, BEEEEE o, FADTRENEAMROBARHIE555H TH o 72,

SERSRHE D TF DU R AR R E N TV EoRIE, LWTOXETH -7 [WHH, W% LT
VLA, BERELTH TS ] BRI A0 BRI AR E S L TwzEoRiE, DY
DXLETHo720 [64HE, MELTwD2, BELTENTIESI V] S50, IRREE L EARE
DO E DT EER A RIS IEZHORE LT, EbAE LAXETHETLILEEI 2V &, HEICHEEL
TEWZ EDEPN TV, SRR & AREO D FRENE RO MEMIE, M CHE s
bDOTHo7z, 2 ¥ ba— VEEOHHDTHERERRIEZ2 ORI oME STz, —2id, 48
IR L RFAEHIZ O W TORWT, 39 —DIZEEBEHIZOWTORWTH > 72 HREFFIR & IRFT
FITEHNC DO WT O, FTUTOLFE THERDRLMES LT Wz, [ THEE 9 DT, #EMFITR LR
ITIITEHOMA B D Z LRI TLZ SV, MBI, 6% THRWTY ] ZURD TIZRIZEMAS
HY, HERFIE L BT O AE 2, & L 2ROFEEAR SN Tz, B EHEIZD W TOR
T, DTOXETHERDPREMEIN T2, [THFEZEO T, ELEMOMAEGDLEEZER ST
{8V ZLTHROTIL, EEEHMONEEI,N, &6 5POFEEAIRIN TV, 3HEEOM
BRI EN TV EORIE, 2NENy =7 v ML o THA LTSN, [FEIZ Microsoft  Office
Professional 2007 PowerPoint 2007 |2 & - T b EERSME IR Sz,

HIDTFREOHIICE L 22k, 50 Tho7ze EOHEERD Y, HBICAZLTH2510
SR L2 AT, F—y MBBE L7z, FFHIEREDSAE L7,

=y FSBILTHS 55, ERSIMEIIAMDTHREICHERE L. 2L, Ao iEnR
BRI, B ESI7z, BIEHE, 74 -y TREHEIE S iz, EBRSNEIE1I -V HEZH <
EEHTFN, ZLT, BIHDAZ ) —=2I2T4 v F v THRBREINT, FERSINEIL, ElEEH
FIZWALHOHGEED TIZHWTH L H 5 & MET L5ELERRAKD bz, 72, ZOREOHE
JEA TERIETEHET 5 X1 kO 6N, RRORBIEVSEALZZ L 2R LI-0L, ERFIZ2R—T
HERM L L) EHEIF,

2=V HICIE, FRMEIOWTLOO-EBHE RIS LTz, EBRBmEX, £3, 7A b
WENL HWVEEL 225 720 TERBETRHIIT 5 £ ) 12RO BNz, RIS, ENLCBHWE =Ty MBHEIC
WA ENLd by =7y NoOEE R0, FORMOES 2 FHET LI ERkO LN, ik
Bio, BEEA BT L, E2iCbo b LA, "B, R 17, ek Eas” o
PG —DERL ) ITRO LN/ EEHOREIFALZI L 2R L-0L, FREHSERZE AR
ENTze RIS, FEERE L) ARFEERO HIYAHMA SN, FEERIIHKT Lz, FEBROfN %, Figure 210K
L7z

=] %

BRBBEZH 405y THHETIELL Y =7y FEBINTELAEE, 7=y NSt E®RA
TENF R et 2 21k 72, Figure 312, &L OWRBRETY — 7 v b & #IR L - EBRSBINERD
HGER LTz, BARETY =7y PEBAZANBIISAT, =7y MDA E#EAZZ NEIZ29 AT
Holze WMERMETY =7y P2 BARANEIZANT, =7y FUMNZRALZAEIZ2T AN TH > 72,
A A= VETY =7y PeBALRNBIZONT, ¥—7 v FUAZBRAZABII23ATH - 72
Y=y PaR@EIRLABE Y — 7y U EEIRLZAFUZOWT, I A ZHEREETo72. 2D
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Figure 2. Procedure of Experiment.
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Figure 3. Rate of correct face recognition.

R FRAAEET Y — 7y N EREIRT 2 ABOWERICH MO IEOEVIC L D EIIA S N ro 7z
(x* (2, N=97) =293, ns) o

BRBE MEELHEFEOEBT A LMEEFERAIE L, Fib L. FilHIk Wester-
man & Larsen (1997) & [EEOFFE 2L VRO SNz FHSMIIHRHEOERICERZ L, &
TOEBRSBMEIZOVWTRO LNz, IELL Y —F v PERBIRL ZERSIMBFIZ OV CUIMEREE %,
&=y N USOBERIM B 72 A 1, MEEICROFS ML b oxHilfshnt LTHEI—
b L7z L72h> T, BiEAIE, 720 70BOEEI - 720 50428 OGRS A% Figure
4R L7z,

IR REE ORI L — 227 (SD=285), #wAREOFHEMA ML - 142 (SD=329), 2~ bu—
VEOFEBREEIE - 059 (SD=307) Th o720 BRBEICOWTIEHNO GG 21T o720 J7H
DUREO TR, FEeEmI RSN (FQ2 96) =237, MSE=23.03, p<.10). A =K% 5%
EL7zRyanihZ X 2 S HILE O E, WRFHE 2 b — VEOTEREMICEELENR SN L
(p<.05)o VTARE: & AR, B oy bu— VEEEARBOHEREENICIZ, FELEIRON
Lholzs

BRREICKHTIRMENTE KERSNE O, HEMEEIITS 2 WEEEOFEMZ £51 L 72,
IERRFEOWEEE X194 (SD=097), EARFEOWHEEIX216 (SD=127), I ¥ b O — VEHOKEEE X
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0.5 1

-0.5 A

-1.5 1

Confidence rating

-2.5 A

-3.5 1

Near Future Far Future Control
Inducing Task

Figure 4. Mean confidence/accuracy.

1.84 (SD=094) T >7zc WEEIZOWTIEROGEGHT 24T > 720 DI X 2 HEfERE 2,
BELRETIR SN R»ro72 (F(2 96) =072, MSE=0.83, 75) -

2—4y MEERBORES Y OFFE FFERSNED, ¥—7 v PFENLHWHEITHEAL T
oS DI (4) %, WERMEED DEFEME L TRO 2. BAREEORAERHE EEDS 1
FFEMIE 921 (SD=4.69), HA RO LD 0 FFEMIZ855 (SD=346), =T b a— VIO
TENFR AR O FEMIZ11.06 (SD=431) Tdh o7z, AR RS ) FFEMIZ DWW TIER OG0
W &AT o 720 AR AR S D BEEMIC BT 2 FIAD U REO ERRIC, FE2EmSRs N (FQ
96) =2.96, MSE=54.00, p <.10). HEK#EE5%& L7z Ryanihil L 2 L EILE OSSR, mAREE o~
b= VORI RED VFFEMICEERENR O Nz (p<05), TRREE I bu— L, B
LA & AR OWE R A D D RFEMEICIE, ARAEIR SN0, WHTIEHEH RAE D
DEFEMA AR E LT, HFHIoWnToOgir &2 o725, fiAkiEL o v b — VOB N
DEIFIAEETH -7,

2=y NARBEORED W OFE FFEBRSNED, ¥—7 v bOHEE LN HWETWzp
DORFED M () &, BIREMEARED DIFEHEE LRz, mARRFEOBSREHN DL ) FFE
fiE1X1.80 (SD=158), #ARFEOBILIREN LD D FFEMIZ282 (SD=192), I ¥ b o — VEHOBILIR
MRS D EFEMEIX230 (SD=198) TdH o7z, BILREMEE D ) EFEMIC OV T I EROSFG T
1To7z0 B RAE D Y FEEMICB T 2 FOEO F50RI, AR S (F(Q2 96)
=244, MSE=843, p < .10), HEK#EEX5%E L7/zRyaniEiZ L 5L HILE ORER, TR & m Rk
OBIEFRER R VAFEHEICEEZENR OGN (p<05). dASkfEE 2 bu— Ul B OwEg
kL ary bu— VEEOBISREM R ) EEEMICIE, FREREERON o7, BISEH ML )T
EEE LR E LT, BRREEICOWTOSITEITo727%, mRRHEL IV Mo — VHOFRGH DA
IHETH- 72,

BAEEEIREFITIEE U869 Table 112, HEGEOBIREGIC, ROFEH L2E5IcoWT, £HHH
IR L -FEBRBMBE R E LG LI F Lo, BB IO EZER L 2EBRBINERDS D e h o772
O, H-H- - OFBEOHGELTOEEEDICL, EOMG &R RFMAOERICEH L TH A 5k
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Table 1. Number of participants to choose each option as the evidence of identifying the target face.

eyes nose mouth atmosphere
Near Future 7 2 2 23
Far Future 10 1 0 20
Control 10 2 0 20

MOEZRERM L 720 ZOFE, ZEHZERLZABOLFTIZOWT, HADUTHEDE NI L 52T
SNZah ol (x (2, N=97) =020, ns) o

E =

KEBOHWIE, BETHNEE TORMPRLZLILICE-T, FR2EGLERICERS N
HEDOTFEBEO NI GEVWSE RSN PRETT 5 2 & Th o 720 UGS 5 K% T TORMMYIEEED
WL Ll2k), BETAEICIBIICHC SN HERUE O 5 Z & )3 Liberman & Trope
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