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AREEOFEIZBIT 5 IEME S LS E O BROME
The Relation Between Accuracy and Confidence
on Composite Picture Recognition

HAR %7 - A #iw)*
Kvoko Hine, Yuji Itoh

The current study was designed to explore the relation between accuracy and
confidence on composite picture recognition. Forty eight participants intentionally
learned a set of 48 facial photos. After the learning phase, participants in the im-
mediate group immediately gave the old-new judgments as well as the confidence
rating about each judgment, while participants in the delayed group did so one day
later. The faces used in the test phase included old faces, new faces, and conjunction
faces. Conjunction faces as composite pictures were made from facial parts of the
different faces which were presented during the learning phase. In the immediate
group, there was not a correlation between accuracy and confidence rating on rec-
ognition of conjunction faces (y=.11) . In the delayed group, there was a negative
correlation between accuracy and confidence rating on recognition of conjunction
face (y=—21) . Though confidence rating is often used as a predictor of eyewitness
memory accuracy, the result suggested that the confidence is not a good predictor
of accuracy on composite picture recognition.

BAFEEIIBCTIRAOEFUICOWTO HEMR DS, TELGEME 252 L2 5 (Wells, Memon,
& Penrod, 2006). HEZ OB HIE LIFIUL, %T,\:M_\ CEOCHEIRENLZLDIIREEEZD
Nb, —J), BEZOMBAREIGRD THIUE, HBILGBICKD (HEICX T, Moo ipmgmnn
LUREEDHE LB EZEZONDL, -, EMEZ HEMR & ARNIEMEZ BHEBAGR 2 5T 2 LEXSH 5.

HEZICLZBEEICOVWTOMEY, ENLOWVIEHETHL220 EE LT, HBEHICLLHE
BB IOV T OREEIEDZF 515 (eg, Deffenbacher, 1980). #lz1E, KEHEZHEIFT (the United
States Supreme Court) O¥[HTlX, HEZOEEEY, HEM®R @E%é@?afmk LTHWwS L97
Co5MTwa (Neil vs. Biggers, 1972) 0 & 512, HEFIZL 5 HEIRIZOWTOHEBEORE N VI
EREFEBIIHBMRAEEHN T L EMEINTND (eg Cutler, Penrod, & Stuve, 1988), F7-,
FHEOHMETLRATYS, HEMARIS T HMEREIL, HEEADIEHS ORWREIZZ S £ E2 T
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WAL HHE XN TS (Cutler, Penrod, & Stuve, 1988; Lindsay, Wells, & O’Connor, 1989; Penrod &
Cutler, 1995:Wells, Lindsay, & Ferguson, 1979) o

LAL, LDEFEHNMEICE > T, HERAOTFESOEELSL LT, HEZOHBEMSLBIZOWTONM
FEEEZENEEEH TV L E SN TWwS (eg, Cutler & Penrod, 1989; Leach, Cutler, & Wal-
lendael, 2009; Lindsay, Wells, & O'Connor, 1989; Odinot, Wolters, & Kopper, 2009), %Iz (¥, Odinot,
Wolters, and Kopper (2009) 1%, FEFOMEBHFMEOHBEBE LW RE LFEREZERBL, BEI) LIE

BEONDPIEBEITENDb OO, FMES LHEEEOMEE (038) (XMW &%2/RL72. F72, Cutler and
Penrod (1989) %37 - 7= H B itk O IE i & & 15 O B4R (confidence-accuracy relationship: UfF
C-ABE) IZB290DMZEICOVTDRA Y G OFER LY, FEEE LILADEIZ OV TORED
S ORIZIE, bT2ARHEBL2rEVWIE (000~020), fEoTHBABROIERES DL LT, Ef
%®E%mw”omf@ﬁ%@ﬁﬁiﬁ%f&w:tﬁ%ﬁéh{méo

COLEHNE, HEEREHEIOREL L THATEZWZ ERHESN TS (eg, Cutler &
Penrod, 1989), CARIENEL A ME0H A L 2RIET LI MEEIN TS (LE2—L L
T, R - KB, 2005). B - KEFIE, 80FMLLETO C-ABIEIZBE§ BRI BT, C-ARE

TMETHRERIELNTVDL DD, FALEICHRE SN TV LIEIC BT, CARBMEIZEE
5.2 RO LY FEMRREIIThIL, BEICL - TIE, WEEIZHBMROFEHS0IREIZR ) 9
LI EEFHL TS, L7zi> T, BEBICBWTII HEMRBIZET 2 CABEIXEEIIHEINT
Wékﬂ§W%<,ﬁL5,0A§"%@%Qié%ﬁ@é%&éﬁ%%%#ﬁhélkﬁﬁ%?%
HEWR D,

INFTICHEEINTOLIRADFELIZOWTOC-AMEZ M L2F7e Tk, JBAICET 5 HEE

STERE LD EIMER SN BEORBICOWVWTOCARBBIIHRFT SN T v, L LEROM
HIZBWT, HEMRZ S L ICEEAGHY AT A2 FH L CTRAOPEERZER L, LA 7z012
FIFH$ 25953 5 (Shepherd, Ellis, & Davies, 1982), #1218, &EE Y A7 4 D Identikit (McDon-
ald, 1960) %°Photofit (Penry, 1971) (&, EHZ 520D ERGIZHT, HBEEOSHERLR T b L ICEHE #
U, BB EZERT 2, SNOAGREEY AFLA2MHL, HAH—AOHBELSE SN -SHELH
b CICANRBEERERL, o HBEICERGEED NDHPBIGII W20 ) PiERT A HFENEE S
N5

ZDEH %, PADFLIZOVWTOEFLBEEREEY AT L% b LIERINIZEEIZOWTO

%d,%@ﬁﬁ%btk%&& FEEDO NP OEBE DL L NI 5 BN LSRR TH D 2 &
BPETE D, —M&IZ, FomERE D b ESENERE W), EOMREREITR VT &A%
5NTWw5 (Bartlett & Searcy, 1993; Diamond & Carey, 1986; Leder & Bruce, 1998; Tanaka & Farah,
1993; Tanaka & Sengco, 1997: Young, Hellawell, & Hay, 1987)., #/0aviEfEE 1%, & H, Mk,
MHTAHILDTELHED/Y—" (Farah, 191) THh 5, —HEEHERIL, BHO/S— Y H O
EIERCATE G Td b (Schwaninger, Ryf, & Hoger, 2003; Schwaninger, Lobmaier, & Collishaw,
2002; Tanaka & Sengco, 1997). EBICHB L AWk & EEDOANYOBEIZOWTOFHATI,
WaERE D O E2RNERTYZ HAVLODPHMENTHL L EZHND (eg, Tanaka & Farah,
1993)0 —7F, AMBEY AT AIZEVFRENLEEHIE, BEZFIZLDZLPAOFELIIOVTOFE
B2, BREEEEET 2O/ —y & HONHERICL > THREIN TR L EZ b (Wells,
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Charman, & Olson, 2005). fit> T, ¥R NICEUL T vndb oo, Eefks L Tidfb
DB NI T B RN D D), FBICHBE LML, FEONOFELZIEL BT 5
A LR CakniBmE 4 CHWRETE, EL [RTwhw] LFEHNTLZLIRETHL L
T ENS, Wells and Hryciw (1984) D912 X V), Identi-kit Z HWzEORET A ME, #5
L % 2 < G R EREII R W EAVRIEEN TV D, L2 LARAS, AREEORHRIZOW
TIE, EAWRBEORIL > TTIE, EEZELIENTERVWLAEDEITLI LN TE S, fERSN
7B WG EDS, ERIIIFIBANB TR TS, HAEEBFTITOW T NEFEEDP TV 2546
EEND, TOLI) BRAEWEEOTRIZBWTIE, HOMLEZT 2T LTLE) &, &k
ELTRIBAP TR WD D LEDO—EG DAL L T B EA R A EZRAB LT LEH
RN H D, 2F DV ANFEEOTHRTIE, SFNLE L FONLEOM T2 HWwb 2 eBkobhs L
EzbNhb, 2O kL, FELTEENLEZ WL L TELEZELL LD TELERED NMDE.
BHOFREE, KESELIEBHMTHDLEF R 5. EoT, N=—vrillabe TR SN, FEBIC
FHESN TV RWAREEIZOWTOCAMMEOMFSLETH L LS Z 5

FEEOHAEII BT, ERFEIZHAUL TWHE2EATH D IEATIE R ABIZONWT, BHEESH
EEFoTRZEHRLTL T 2L, FoMRIIEoEHKHE, MEED D WVITEHTIED L2 AW
BEPNEARLRLTLE Y ERELH D, o T, AREEIZOVWTOCAMELRET L2 &1L, &
HrBTHOILEETHHLEEZOND, 2 TR TIEZ, BHEEIZOWTOC-A B % Mt
THHELEME LT, EBREZFERTL L & L7,

F-HEEEIE, FORAERICNESNAZLIFINTHALEELZONS, 22C, HEHEL
ERIEIZOWTORET A M2 EMLEEEZFET 256 L, THRICEHIZOWTORET A M &
Fhti LIRS ZFET 2B BV TCAMELRN, CAMEICHT2RBIEDOREL R T L L
L7

RWZETIE, AREEE LT, BEINTRL LBHMOBEER 2 MABRZT2EMETH % con-
junction =35 Z & & L7z, conjunction EEIZEA L L CTldT A MERIZHIO THI/R SN L BRI C
HDLD, EEERICFE 7 A ATHRIRENHTH Do conjunction & V720981, T F TIC
L XN TWD (eg, Danielsson, Ronnberge, Leven, Andersson, Andersson, & Lyxell, 2006; Jones
& Bartlett, 2009; Jones, Bartlett, & Wade, 2006; McKone & Peh, 2006; Reinitz, Lammers, & Cochram,
1992), 1z 1, Jones, Bartlett, and Wade (2006) %, conjunction 8 % & Trold/new | b i & % F v
ToFEER AT - 720 T ORER, old BEIZH T 4 old HIMrZE055% & 5 <, conjunction B3 5 old FI K23
WNTE L, newEIZK 2 old IR DRV EARH O E o720 DF D, HEEMKE L TITR
L2 EDENDIZL DD ST, WSRO L o TRAZ DD L LHT 2580552 &
PO PRz ER Do

IR X 512, conjunction BEIZA LTI, new EICXHT L CTL D & R &> CTHIILTL £ 955
BPEL BB EPREINTWS (eg, Jones, Bartlett, & Wade, 2006), fit> T, BEAGKS AT A
R L72HEIZBNT, HEZFEOLANZIOWTOED S 5 E5r DFLED A DD T, T DMOE T O
FUREOSANIEME Y, FERIIGHBELIBA L IR 205, & 50N O AL TWw 2 tho
MN%, o CRAZEHMLCLE)WRENS L EE 26N, LI L )12, HHm R
BUIIBN EFPL T TH, FRMIIBEADE EFU L TW A ERGFEIZOWTS, GRIEL S
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THEMEDS® 5o ERIYALEE & E AL DT AR e H N5 ARG EOFFEIZ BT 5 C-A B % £ %2
THIEICEY, MEELFESOBES LTHWS Z EOBENZLEIZONVWT, RIEE52 52k
P TE 5,

ES R

Bk

RERSMNE 19805 39MO A8 AP ERIZSM L7z (FH2345%) . ERBmE L, BEE (B4
BN, HILAN) F3ER (BN, ZKHEIBAN) a6/,

EERETE MY 1 7 (old, conjunction, new) X JEAESLM: (1%, JRBIE) @, 2ZEEEAETH = Hw
7oo Y A 7% FEERSIMENER, BIESM % ERSIMEMER & L TREL 72,

BEEE JE36%4, KM36AFT2HONEoBEREEHE L (AU PF V), +) Vv
#H1%, Photoshop5.0 (Adobefl) 12X WINL &N7ze UV FIVEHIX, L4 NDFEED NYOHEE
HOWH, BEH, & OPLBHRSN TV, EEOANYOFEEE, $§XCTHSL S, BR2HE LS
DbE, AXKEEMLEEECTTVIMNAZICE Vg sniz, FB T2 A XET A7 24 XATH
IRENLEEEDMENPKEL BL SR WE T L2012, EEDONI TR LAY PV VEZSH
T AXTRRTHI L E L7z

Wiz, V) TUFIVEIE, BY12%, TELR2AR2URT O30 7 V= FI5 bz, ) T
VIS, HEH, & o4 s, 7 Vv—TWNORL 28OS S ElllE)s
iR 27z (LT conjunction ) o conjunctionHIZ3XTC, 1204 T FIVEHIS 20 E oMk E
EVEEINLVEINMER SNz, T2, FEOL) P FVEOBEERIZ L DIER Sz, MBS
724 ) Y FIVEEB X Oconjunction I, 128¥ 7 L)L x 128 7 )b (FHAIZ L T126E) THRREN
7oo MRAREIIBWTHHGEP ORI S A TTIRRENDIDDOH T V7 —NT v A% L7202,
620D AN &RAER L 720

FhrE EBZ, PCEHWT, NI bNz. ERBNHIL, ERIEHNICAY, T4 ATLAD
HIOBTANEL EIMEZ BNz LT, LFOL ) RBURYS, EBFEICLVOETHZ N [45
PHEOFEEEZIRLET, HETLET A M EZITVWETOT, TNHLOFEEEZBIZZTLEEI W],
T 2 A AT, ABOBEPIMT ORRENTZ. 2D ) bR ERBISIEREN L 3BT OF6
MOGEIIFRDE - Fish Rz BT 5 72DIRR SNz Lo THITOMREIT LW L E L7z,
B BMOBEEEDH L, FUOEHEGEIL248, LHOBEGEII24MTH o 72, KL EILIFHE
IRENTz, BEEEORRE, 77 7B LSBHE RSN, ShE131TL L, SMOEHEITE
{2 72 B TR S 7z,

BT 2 4 XRT R, EERBIIEDIC, BEFEIIARICTFA N 724 APEfIN, AN <
A4 XTI, HRT A MTDN, 2HOBEEEPFRENT, RENEEED ) 62483 E 7
A X CTHRENLEE (UToldE) THH, o243z E 7 = 4 A CTRR E N EEEOR R #
LA Z TER S N/2BH (LUT conjunction ) TH D, Y O2UMITFHE 7 2 4 ATE&{IRE
NTVRWEH (D Fnewi) Tholzo SMIED S B, 128IEHME 2B LKEOHEEETH -
720

TANT 2 A X TIRUTO L) R¥BRDS, EBRFICLIVOETG Z 6N [0 5T A N E1T
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Table 1. Average accuracy

Dela
Face Type Immediate . Delay
old 0.66 (0.14) 0.64 (0.15)
conjunction 0.70 (0.14) 0.59 (0.15)
new 0.85 (0.10) 0.77 (0.08)

The numbers in parentheses represent standard errors.

WET, WRENTHOBENFE 724 X TREZDTH-726 [Riz] %, BRiaho7250THo
7o [RAlhoiz] ERL TSV, RIC, ZOEZICHTLIHBEZEZ TCLLWET, ARE
MWL, TEEPHL] [EEO0L VW ZIEABV®2] [EHE5TO RV, [EELnE W ZITHEEN
W] THED W] OnFhprz@EIRL T &, [OK] K v 2302 SISRINEIBIEST 5
ENTETT, BEEZHER, [0K] K7 v &2Mid L ROBESEIHNE T |,

T2HMOBHAZ T IR STz FERRORRREFEEC [Ho7z] [Hhodz] EIRD T IR
FUNFIRENTz ERRBINEIZL) EE5»BRNENL L, WMEFHIC [BEEXHL] [EH5H0
EEAEHENHLITEEL5TL AV [EE 60 S2AXAENEY] THEDEY] OF U+ RS
YHERENTZ, TDEODI)H1IOERINT L& [OK) Ky U FERENT, [OK]) K¥ ¥k
SMEZL VI EINL T, HBOBIEEZIT) LA TEZ, [OK] K v 24fid&, 75 7
ISR ENT-OL, ROBERIEAI PR E N7z,

T A MIBHIEDSEC, ERBMEOR—ATERENT FET1AXBLOTFA M 724

A TR ENLEEEORRIEFIE, 7 ¥ A Tholze Tz, HEEORIRSY 4 T~OE ) BT,
NI E—=INTG VAR E LN, EEFOEFIIIATRTL, IrERMEIEIB L2200 TH o7, BIE
HOFEERIZ2HTHRTL, MMEMNMIZIHESBLZ557, 2HEPBLZ155Th o7z, BILH O
HI2A XL T A N7 24 XOEHERIE, FIH231E- 1955 Th 572,

EEES

EEE BB BT 5 EAROFIYMHEZ Table 11K L72o IEEFRICBIT 2 ZEHNOFE % K
A0, 3 (s 47 oldiH, conjunctionBH, new ) X2 GEIL: Hi%, BIL) O2EK D5
ST RAT 5720 HISY A4 TIIBERENERTH V), BILIIBEE N TH > 720 BT ORFR, %
HERIZEETIE o7 (F(2,92)=183, ns)o BILOERFIIEZETH ) (F(1, 46)=10.28, p<.005),
BIESM O EARIIERSML L) VIR o70 TS A TOENRPEETH > 72 (F(2, 92)
=26.56, p<001), B HEKH#EL 5%& L 72 Bonfferoni #:12 & 5 L H LI DO#EF:, conjunction BE & new A,
oldE L new HDOMIZ, EXROBFELENROLN, oldE X b newlH, F7-conjunction X ) b
new FEIZ BT B IEEZEDE Do 720 old B & conjunction O I D IEARDEL, BETIEG1>72,

WEE HERZNEOREBEOELZ [AEXHL] %5, [EEonE2XAETH L] %4,
[EBE5ThRV] 23 [EE52LFXIEHENEC] 22, [HENEV] % 1 OMERE~EH L,
By A TV DIEERE D39 % Table2 1278 L 720 &I, old 203 5 old K, conjunc-
tion BRIZ A3 % new HIWF, new BHICK T 2 new HIWT TH - 72,

MEEEICB T 2L BEROBE LR L7720, 3 (s 1 7 old#E, conjunction, new ) X2
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Table 2. Average confidence rating

Delay

Face Type Answer Immediate Delay
old correct 3.70 (0.51) 3.73 (0.53)
incorrect 290 (0.81) 2.79 (0.63)
conjunction correct 3.30 (0.56) 3.00 (0.62)
incorrect 3.22 (0.64) 3.33(0.51)
new correct 3.52 (0.56) 3.14 (0.62)
incorrect 2.68 (0.96) 2.61 (0.86)

1=very uncertain, 5=absolutely certain. The numbers in parentheses represent standard errors.

GEIE: %, EBIE)x2 (IEfR: IBE, %) O3ZERGEGNI 2iTo72. Ry A4 7 & EiRid e ™
HRTH Y, BIEIEREMENTH o720 SRS OMER, EROERR (F(1, 44)=50.09, p<.001)
EHE S A TOEE (F(2, 88)=1142, p<001) BL UMK Y 1 7 & ERROKENER (F(2, 83)=20.85,
p<001) DEETH > 720 BIEDOERE (F(1, 44)=063, ns), EIL L IEROTHAET (F(1,44) =222,
ns), BIEEHIE S 1 TOEEAM (F(2, 88)=1.13, ns), BLUSEKNOLHMAEM (F(2, 83)=161, ns)
EEETIEI R o7,

T s A 7 L IEROZHEAESOW CHAM ERRBIE 21T o 72/ R, old B 5 EROFELL)
B (F(1,132) =57.27, p<001) &, newHEIZ BT A IEROFELE (F(1, 132)=36.01, p<001) 25&5
1, oldEinewBHE b ICIEBRIZBIT AMELITRE L) b9 o7z Conjunction BHIZ BT 5 IEFRD%)
RIIBFEE TR o7 (F(1, 132)=118, ns)o 7z, IEFIZBIF LMY 1 7ORE (F(Q2, 176) =15.25,
p<001) EREZIZBUTDHNESY 1 7O (F(2176)=1931, p<001) HEETH o7z, AEKIEE 5%
& L 72 Bonfferoni it 2 & A2 ZEILELOKEH:, EBICOWTIE, oldH & conjunction B8, old #E & new
DHEDOHEEDOENPAEETH Y, conjunctionFHE ) b oldBH, F72newBH KX V) b old EHIZ BT HHEESE
MSE 2o 720 conjunction B & new D OMEFE D1, BRE T o7z, BREICTOWTIE, con-
junction # & new #H, old # & conjunction EHO B OTEBEDZENHETH Y, newH L U b conjunction
#H, F7-oldEHL Y conjunction BEIZ BT BHEE DR A5 720 old BH & new FED ] OFERZE D #1013,
HETIE G072,

FHES EHEEOHERE CABEZMFT 572012, Nelson (1984) 12fitvy, M A Z & 12 Goodman-
Kruskal 7 > < #1425 % sk > 72 (Table 3)o % L C Perfect and Hollins (1996) & 412 Goodman-
Kruskal 77 >~ < HBIREIC D W T, GO 21T o 700 B S A 7 2 BEBREPIEIN, JRAE % Phlig i 5
WE3253 (MiEs A 7 old#H, conjunction, new ) x2 (GRIE: H 2, IZIE) D2EK D5
WMEATo AR, HEs 4 TOENRIEETH -7z (F(2, 92)=1870, p<.001), ZIEDERRITHE
Thhole (F(Q, 46)=275 ns)o F7z, Wiy 4 7L BEDKTHAEMPEE TH -7z (F(2, 92)=349,
p<05)o HATRIFEDOMIEDIEE, conjunction FIZBIED A E 25 HEH R 5 (F(1, 138)=646, p<
05), BIEZARIZBT 27~ HBERBUIEHEE L ) A REIK» 572, OldBEIZBIT 2 BIEDR)R
(F(1, 138)=1.68, ns) & newEHIC BT HBIEDOR)R (F(1, 138)=174, ns) &, HETWE o7z F7z,
BRI BIT 208 4 7TOME (F(2, 92)=404, p<05) &, FBIESLMIZBT M 1 TORE
(F(2,92)=1816, p<.001) DEETH o720 HEKIER5%E L 72 Bonfferoni %12 & 5 % & L O 5,
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Table 3. Mean of Gamma-correlations between confidence and accuracy

Delay : : Face type
immediate delay
old 041 (0.45) 0.57 (0.27)
conjunction 0.11 (0.43) —0.21 (0.39)
new 0.45 (0.46) 0.29 (0.50)

The numbers in parentheses represent standard errors.

%S ClE, conjunction B & new EEO M O 4 > ~ HBALREL O Z=AE HE TH 1), conjunction B IZ BT
55 < BRI new FE & V) b {25 726 conjunction i & old B, new i & old EEDO B D 4 > < A
B DEIIHETIE D o720 BIESLMTIE, conjunction & old B, conjunction i & new EHD M D 77
YRMBREOENEETH Y, oldEL Y b conjunction, F7znewH & U 3 conjunctionFHIZ BT
%7 < HBREAME D > 720 new B & old EEO M O v BB O Z=IX A E TIE L h o 720

£ =

REBROHMIE, AEHREFEEOWTOCAMELZMETT5ZLThol, T2, HOMET A MENEF
TORIESRMFL LT, HIMBIZERZE IHEO2O054 2T L, HOREIZBI 5 C-ABEIIK
THRIEDORE A ER Lz ANERHE LT, BRI N85 BRI OMNESR v AT 2 72 A1
T& % conjunction B = fli f L 725

PO P RBIAEIZOWC, BRMEIRE R S ) b —H RO G DRENEITENC LAY o, T
TIZ, BRI L) EORREEGEIME T 4 H 4R Lf:ﬁﬁj’%ﬁfiﬁﬂ:éﬂfb‘éﬁf (e.g., Krafka & Penrod,
1985), conjunction % S HHEOFHET A MIBWTH, BIEIC X ) HEEEGEME T 5 2 EHS 2

127 o720 85T, BEMLRZ D LB S NIEEE] Ob\’(@ﬁE WL ChH, BIEIZ L - T
:JJE‘fEf)‘fE&T?‘_%)T EMEAYR S 7z,

BILIZ L > THOBRAREIE T 2HERO—2 LT, Y=—RAE=%Y 7 - 55— (source
monitoring error: Johnson, Hashtroudi, & Lindsay, 1993) #ZJAZ N TE& L, V—AE=F ) 0 7
ElE, BIERHERICOWT, FOIEHIE AT A2 & THD (Johnson, Hashtroudi, & Lindsay). A&
FEERTIX, BIEEMIZBWTREH2HRET A N OB OHFEIZ O W THERNIZAT - TS, BIEES:
OEBRSIMETIFER 72 ARXET AN 72 A AOBIIE L OBEABIEL Wb EEZLNL, LT,
IHEDOHRT A MIBWTIIRSNIZED, BIHOFE 7 2 A ATRREIN T WIS 22b 5
T WA EEBRSTHUAA TR TS L, BoTHEE 7oA ATRZEHAKLTLES, V—XE=
VT LT =HPE TR D b,

T/, HATANEE/MT LT TOMIC, B LAHEIIOWTHRYELERS 2FH 2R &, M
HEE RO ZWEMIHA, TEBROMEET A P OREPET 2 2 LPHE SN T2 (Read, Ham-
mersley, Cross-Calvert, & McFadzen, 1989) . A&FEERTIL, RICTRAT A M2YFEE I NS Z L 23EHRS
MEIZH S LOMRR SENTWIZ, o T, BESEMFIZEWT, X YIEMIZHIET 272012, Gl
PEIZ D CRRERE B 128 1) R LAEHE L QWL 22l etk s g8l &t

FEREOHEIZBWTIE, FHEORELS HEBHRZHA2 ETORICED HWw B 2HEL TV
B, RELAZLIEH L, F/o, HEZOTEIZHHTAZ L OARTETHS EF L b, EBEICIE
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RA - ATA T HEPLFMIET BRI L N L2 FELHETE, HBEDHEEYHET LT
TICHEEOWMRIEY 5 2 2 BN IS NS REMRIE, FREFRI DL EHICRE b EE X
bNbo itoT, HEENSLTELLFEMRLZIBACOWTOHEBILR 252201213, TELETE
WEBCHBEN SRS ENALETH S I,

FFREEEICOWT, IEEF EnewE £ ) conjunctionFHIZCBWTHEIWLE P72 ZOZE LD,
conjunction b new b HE L 72 2 LB MENEHTH 5D, HOoEMIZEBELAZEHICETINTVS
conjunction FHIZ DWW T, IELC RTWAW EFEHIT LI EPRETH LI LDV h o7 iEo T,
EREEY AT L2 LG EEIZOWTOFERIZOWT, TORENHRETHLMHERIL, $o72
CRTVWZRVEOFRL D OEL 2R H 2 L2 5,

Conjunctino BEIZxf 3 % IEE =2 new IS T A IEEFR L D QIR o2 HK & LT, HOFREIZE
5 EGIEROFGHET N D, — RIS, FOERE D b 2ENERO L LS, HO TR
BEL A2 Mo NTWD (eg, Tanaka & Farah, 1993), L2»L Zhix, &9 L SEHEBAICBW
THAHIBROLIEAFT DN TRV L 2B L v, &ENERE & ISHAWERDL, HOF
HICHEG L TWAZ EERTHEHE SN TWwD (Cabeza & Kato, 2000), Mz T, SE4THf%E (eg,
Jones, Bartlett, & Wade, 2006) & [E#tI2, AWFZEIZEB VT b conjunction BEIZ BT 5 IEE = DS new FHIZ
BULEARID QB2 L0, HERE LTERALIEFHEVETH > T, B
AL o B BT AW RSB S &S 2 Ho Conjunction B b HE ALk % & L I/ER S 7z
ERGEL, HO/NN—V RlAEDLEEEETH D720, 40/ 3=V IZHBE LAY EFR—H 5\
FHEBLLCWTh, BHERE LTIHBLZZAWERZAWREDSD L. LT, G THE O A TH
Wid % & ZDHMFEN THLMEIBNT L LEZOND, EoT, AREEL AW -#AIX, L)
—JBEEI LR LLERHH D,

TEEIEIZBT A 0MR R LY, oldER new HIZOWTIE, ALY O EEIIHT AMEEHE L,
conjunction HIZ DWW T, IEH LB TAMEIEDEIIAETIEI L o720 2D LI, conjunc-
tionBHIZOWTIE, TEBEIETEIORBEICE RV ELVWI E2RIELTWhH, —F, oldEHE newH
IZOWTIE, BRE LD BIEBIIOWTOMEED T 05E L, MEEDIEME S ORI 2T EEEEZ R L
TWwbrwz b,

C-ABEIZDWT, oldBH & new EEO M BREIEIE L, oldBEHICOWTIXIAHZTL057THY, 2
) OB L EF R 5. TITHRIL I, HEEIFEHEIOREL L THHATIEZVWI L
WE SN TWAED (eg, Cutler & Penrod, 1989), —H T, H&EICL > Tk, C-AMENEL 2L
EERIRIBT AHIFZEDL, WL O HEEN TS (eg, Brigham, 1990; Sauer, Brewer, & Weber, 2008;
Sporer, Penrod, Read, & Cutler, 1995), Old ¥ & new HAIZ BT L BRI S - 2R IN & LT, KRE
BRIZBWTi, AANOHBEIZOWTHE LzZ aHIFoN s, EANOHE LI, SINEIT L8
BT —s 0060y < HBEREZERT2TETHY, HMEHBEOREOH T, HEEIHVIZ
FIEMETH 20 E) a7 5BICHVWO NS, ZUIx L, MAMOME &L, REOEM S
DWCHEDH L HBEEIIEZOREBEBHNEVPIEHTHL0ICET L2500 THSL (FFH - L%, 2005),
Perfect, Watson, and Wagstaff (1993) (&, EAMOMHEATIZC-AMEIZEN S 0D, EANOIHEIC
BUWTIHCABBEIIFEWI LE2RLTWD, MANOHEZEE L72AWETIE, oldHH, newHHIZD
WTIEEWHBRED S S, AN O C-ABIEIEE W 2 & %78 L 72 Perfect © O FE#E R % S L T
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Wb FHE - RIFE, AN CARMEEME L2 IS BRSO Twd 2 &1
HHL, M—0HBEPS SFSF oMl 2R ICHT2MERLEL I LICLY), KL IRE
ELT, LYEFEEOEmNEER A ERN TSI EATEL MR ZRML T b L7z TRIFZEIC L
D, oldERnew D L ) IZELET 2 ANWOHERLEIZOWTIE, MEEFIEHIOREL LTHHT
HLAMEAITRENIZE VR Do

Old B new BH & (X527 1), conjunction EEOMHBREITEZ TH > THE < (01D, 1HEZETIEED
B (-021) ThHolzo THUE, BHEZHELAEZTHo CHHBEIIHERLEBOTHESOIRIEL L
THRELTEST, 1HEDE, BEENEL RLIIEEATHL LI ENPERTE R AL L
ERLTW5, EEOHHIZBNT, HMEEITHEZTOHRBENE VL, HEBEMMRIZIE L v &HlTS
LIEANCE B 2 EDEATIIZE L VIS 22 &R TWw b (eg, Cutler, Penrod, & Stuve, 1988) 7%, Fff
S HEMRAINES NS T TORMBEIL, IHXVEL A2 E3HY), EBOMMEENT S
FERLTFHUSINLG, €T, BEFIZLIZANFEIIODVWTOFHBOILHE S OIREL LT, MEEILIE
BEIE R DB VIR ENZEFR 5,

D EHIZ, oldFHE new HE CTIIHIBIRED S <, conjunction B TIMBIREIME L o 2 HEE & L
T, BELHEOBBMEDSEL 5.2 TOWREEE2 2075 2 &N TE %, Brigham (1990) &, H®
L2 M EDSC-ABEIZ B 52 5 2 L 2R L, HELAEI NN RETH LT, C-AKM
HIEFFE A LHE L TWb, REERTHH L 72 conjunction L, 8 7 = 4 A TR S N/HERE L%
TR L7 Ch 2720, RIEETHV O NERIET ICBWTIE, BEEIRwo2d Liikvy, D
% 0, conjunction BEIZMBEIVEDR 72012, FEEE L IEMESOBICHBEZ R O N os/z0hdb Lt
2\ FAUSHR L old B % new HH IZ conjunction BEIZ L% & FEER TRV & N7 BRI O b Tl $ A
M, CABMYE T - Wi H 5. 4HI1L, C-ABEIZOWT, HEINLEOED XD 2k
BB 52 Thb0h, e BT e TERTERLLENHLTHH ),

F 72, oldBH & new HEH TIZARRE LS <, conjunction I B W THEAREI KL o2 HK & L
T, HIRICHW S N HIMS B L 52 TWTTREE S BT 5 2 LAV TE 5, OldEHE new BHIZ, 21F
HEHRE O TOHTEROA T HCTHIELEZELL LN TE S, —7, conjunction FRIZ &MY
HHREHCIUSIEE A E L LA TEDY, MAMHEROAZH VD LA L RoTLE o RERIC
B 2EBRSIEL, oldEHB & Pnew HICB I 2MHBERESE VW L XD, SEMERE HVTWT
LI IIEREFH N TN TD, HARENEICHEIROTES 2R L T/ e iR T 52 LTS
%o Conjunction HIZB W T, EEMEHREZ HCTHE L 2SS E R b 720, C-ABEIZIEE
B LTS NDA, EAMEROAZHCTHEZ L7255 1385 L 2 20T, C-ABEIZAIC
hbHEEZONL, LT, SFNEREZ HCHE L 72356 & S0 MIEHRO & % v -CHIE L 72356
MR LCY G- TWA7HIZ, conjunction FEIZBWTIZC-AMMEDIER 25V, HDILWITEICLR LI5E
bHrLEZOND, DFDISIEROAZIEL B L CHIZ L7234, oldE & new B TILIE
P\ 72 B S conjunction FEIC BWTIXEEA & 4 A 728, oldHE - new B & conjunction E & @ 12 AH B4R
BOEPECWRBENSH D LV D, 20X RIFROZUELIRGET 572012, 4RITESENHR
B L O RITEEIZE D W HIBNIC B 2 CABEOKRE RO 5 b,

SHIZARBIZEIZ X o T, C-ABEIZBIT 2BIEDIRAD, Wy 1 72X o TERLZELYSNL
Tols $hbb, HEARBICOWTHESY 4 7L BIEDOKZHAEMAA R 5, conjunction HIZ DWW T
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EBIEDORY DS 57225, oldHH & new HHIZ DWW TIHBIEDO RN FIE R 517 5 - 725 Conjunction 2
BOWOBEORRESASNAFKE LT, MoMEROAE GBS, 1HOBEIC X > THEL
TZWHEMEDR T SN A, JBICIER72 L 912, oldHB L PnewHICB I 2RI BV L L), &
RIIEHE VT O IERE VT, HABEIEL GEmHAMoOERS 2L Cwb &£ 2 5
CLENTEDL, F/z, oldHH, newHHICOWTIE, BEOFHESAOSNZVI L LD, 1HOREENR
TonTd, HLEEELSREHIMOERS ZHM T2 LR TLILENTEL, LA2L, 1HD
BIEIZ X - T, S mEHRO AL THE§ 2 @@ S E 5 &ET 5 &, conjunction BHIZ DWW T
EER O IIIBH O A% G THIMT 3 L3R Epn b 720, CABBEDPIE L EE2 6N, —HT,
old i & new BHIZDOWTIL, &FIWERET AW THESWEROATHWTHIEELZEL I LN TES
72, BIEIZ X o THAOMIERET W 2EAPEE > T, CABBICEETGZ oNLe o7zt E
HIENTEDL, ZOIEEMIET A72012, ERIGILEE L FR M MEIGRBIES S D X ) 28 %5 2
LR ALERD S D

WIS, ARWFZEICBI BREZ 2T 50 RIFZE T, EBICHE L 72 AW & 35 A3 8B L T v
HANWEE & L Cconjunction % iV 720 L2 L, FEBOMETH LN, AENEEIZ, BBEOWL
ANZOWTOHEMEKZ D LIMEREN 5728, conjunction FHD X ) IZER AT HE L 72 LA &
—HT D LIERS RV, 5%, EBICHBEZOMRZ  LIERSNAREE V5% L, Hil#
DYRPLETHH ),

FARERTIE, BELEUTRFE 724X T AN 7 24 AOMMBIEHNLIHETH - 7288, FEB
OMETIIHBMIRZH2 FTORIEE, SHICRAR2ETFHENS, EHICRVIFMEBIEL &7
Y& OB OBET KO 515 6

JEFHTTEEEIC OV T OFREE LT, AREBRTIX, RICEET AN H S E05H 50 LOERSINE
IIZAHNTW e, LA L, EROLESEO HER L, £<o%a, RIERICOWTHEI) 2%
A ENTFHMENR VIR TR EZHELTCWALEEZONL, /2, RERTE, FH 724 XT
RREINLFFIILGIETH o727, BHEHETIIAMT L L, ZLETA N CTEEESHW LN LGS
Wb LEZOND, fito T, MEKMIZEE L2 AWOFER, EEICHELZAWOEEIZONWT

Bl XY BFEGEICH L ARG AT LEEHLEH ).
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