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Structural Alignment: Conceptual Implications and Limitations

’
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Abstract  Similarity has been considered as one of basic concepfs of cognitive‘ psychology which is useful for explaining
cognitive structure and process, MDS models(Shepard, 1964; Nosofsky, 1991) and Contrast model(Tversky, 1977) were
proposed as early models of similarity comparison process. But, there have been a lot of theoretical doubts about the
conceptual validity of similarity as a result of empirical findings which could not be explained by early models.
Goldstone(1994) assumed that similarity could be defined by alignment processes, and §uggested structural alignment as
a prospective alternative for solving conceptual controversies so far. In this study, basic assumptions and algorithms of
MDS models(Shepard, 1964; Nosofsky, 1991) and Contrast model(Tversky, 1977) were described shortly and some
theoretical limitations such as arbitrariness of selective attention and correlated structures were discussed as well. The
conceptual characteristics and algorithms of SIAM(Goldstone, 1994) were described and how it has been applied to
cognitive psychology areas such as categorization, conceptual combination, and analogical reasoning were reviewed. Finally,
some theoretical limitations related with data-driven processing and alternative processing and possible directions for

structural alignment were discussed.

Keywords  structural alignment, multidimensional scale model, contrast model, SIAM, categorization, noun combination,
analogical reasoning
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@Al geisle AA2 AIzel fAv
& W75 Aol RU4T £e 4RE
o} m(Nosofsky, 1988) 7| &4 HFEE HF U
FAMIO] g0 8F 2 FARo] Re BAE
HOltKRosch, Mervis, Gray, Johnson, & Boyes-
Braem, 1976). 53} AFEAA AFTe] &
AME £493E8) S (Tversky, 1977 23l
A7 2 st £/43Fe] A2)(Nosofsky, 1984
Shepard, 1964] <la HEABAE AT A}
ol Axtsle A oA £ 7e] gl
z7Hoz Qodthm gdtke YA 2
AL 7RI olFA SAAYTY] o)
SR o g olFojdn sHystA @ i
Bt drsddA AHEEUY B

HQATFZE 7R YA &4
24z tigol wif &olskurl W&ol
aeju £A71e] dx|ute] opjel £4AUZE
o gl AFTY FAMI & S A

£ A7 7K Goldstone, 1994)7} R LEHA]
HFs AFME faste] AAY $434
o] dvh} YA 2B F A=At HFE
ghgsted 43S A F doe Aol o
FHAR

Lassaline™} Murphy(1998)+ 53 3173 o) A
£93471e] tgo] AL E AR fA
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Aol ¥ A A4E Aoz B3 o)y
A3l atelzh WEsle] ofd 42 wAe
AE AESIth &3 vk} Zo] WF o]
Ae 431947t digo] 4& 2 |
F7h o e s ey vl BE AeMe
£492H47te) o] ofe| e XA HF7L
o we] STk o]FA XA o
—ol FAMG el dE vAY Agzdd et

F35 A sAY of5iA & & ke 2

r do

”P; Alellsh WFEAZE] FAMEE £33
THolY Agwez d9s 7189 ¥ s

o)
RS s dHE7] o2 Rolrt

a4z tigo] A& 2o
o] we] ggdE olfrt ARk ARl o
A A=l 2ol ofdz d-g¥o e
&7d0] HE‘W Foz Qs o & 7]1957]
ujj F-o] A7dnE 2uEAt Markman
3} Wisniewski(1997)2 A @271zl Al Al 719
FEEAH A Y ddHA e AolEHA4
aja Al e dgEH A B Alo|&A

o ogolnl % WEE WA HLHED
317 ¥3E d3elre 448 AaE
5 a7ddn ARWHe WEE dase
£4o2 dgHo A #L Ao|EHPET
HEHol Jde AelHdE B #ol s
o oA 43 MFE dacte F
ol vlgslol gl $45 ool o Be F
g 7lgolW 1 AHE I SMHES H #
Jlelel e s ANk o9l B We
ol £A2117te] &2 Lassaline®} Murphy

(1998)7} AF3 vk} #o] FAMIE Bel
F3fol] FEgE vA = UAT Eg gt
71918 BPME HFild dFE oA = 9l
th AAZ Kaplan(2000)2 FHEA9] 5 o

: 7hdA A E @A) 63

At BAT 2AdAAM FAVI A M= Yl
SZ7te Apol7d BAK A Ydkovt HF 3
HAM e vfE2HET dgxdelA 8
F7t o] we) gges wisted fATE W
Z317ke] 8 @(dissociation) T E.1&H Tt ol
3l A= Markman®} Wisniewski(1997)7F A ¢t
ARl tgol &34 i 19E BIA
T HFs) 43S vA F USE AR

a2t o] 3200002 Kaplan(2000)2] <7
AX FAMIE # T3] 8f El(dissociation)7}
TZE o] Ax9 E4d Qs Bo
AdofA=diAl 2YASE AMRSle dgo] &
AT WEste e 9FE HESAL
a2 AR HgERARYG 32 BTt
Eol A2 o Akl AZEE ® olJg
o wWan PEsiA &FEo] Kaplan(2000)9]
AolA BEE KA T3] selst
SEEA] @tk ey 4933 AA
HI S 2A BT &2 &4d0] o Bol
=] Hgd 4o o F71 Fo
A5e FHAAT oA ATdA
st A4 S4ad FYE 7 g0=

5 ] ] }'E‘]E}E EH }_ﬂoﬂ/ﬂ lﬁ_r7]_ E’] i
g AHE ZAFPE WFsdr SARL3)
ol Aea AHoletring A Hgd

7VFedE AR

g g

AFES GAES

2 AYel BT BUT
g AHESA RIME ARE oHE GF
A 129 fE o FAdeE BRY
THDowning, 1977). 1 F<t Qojgol} 4
dixe BIHAT 449 A modifier noun)$}
A HAHhead noun)?] FA)EF A (thematic
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relaionyl] 9j3) AgE <+ dtizm 7,
FAA BAY FIFS FHsted YL L
Z thDowning, 1977; Gagne & Shoben, 1997). <l
g B9, ARFER “AHIAM Al EEe B
et “AE7"ge EFPALE F2 AMES
=l o] BgEAtA 4P E “E7"e “YA]
(ocation)”Bh= FAA FAlo] Q& AAL o
Atk Gagnes} Shoben(1997)2 B3 ALe] )4
o AMRHe FAA TAY Wiz U FE
7b FA ALY B 7)o} QY] s &
ALY s Aol A HAHALET FA AL
o FasH, Yzt w2 FAF @A Q1
E7F We AR B3HAR siMd o WE
A A&ddn s AL, EEHA
of “Arolgte FAHAE EFEA [lew
“Aro] glerolehe “YX|docation)” FAIV “Ab
o BErolgte “tl A @bou)” BAE T A
e, ‘WA BARG 9" BA I} <A
ol@ FAHALS T ApF AREEHT| Wil A
HES g IFete BEFHAIEE YA
FAZ sjMstele A Bt

a8y Wisniewski(1996)= 2] BAle| 23}
g 480 4B SAEAdd AV
(mapping)¥|o} H§HAF At F43
At &, vy Alapete SEHARIA 4
Al b chgure] £AQ1 “e e A AL
“Abgpre] A7z Al FEE F wdroiAl
Agslo] “x@t A Jixl AR sjAdr
Wisniewski(1996)2] o] &o|X FZ& AHEL F
8% 48S ot e FAEAY AHAL
tel FAMEE BEEEALY M e AR
83 alog Attt F HARY. £
o] Eod FEA(commonality)? FA F
53 2AS

AE 7H53 . 2po] H(alignable

difference) = Z7}5tn 2 F2A1mAle] 4:4]o] &)
AAle HEE &S4Axdez HA AME
F ek 74, B2 $EAge BEEAN
A F Brle AES HE F A 3%
A€ 7T glenz “Hare “Be AR
HeE 5 Adthe $4& 58379 9 3
TE HE F e FE 7ted £439
o AMFEo] “HA S&AE “Be AR
g F e & &2 dAdEy g8
Wisniewski(1996) = G2)0je} #jAoj7ke] FA)
2 @A s HAbEe] AfE Jtede o
oAt A AHd ZAT &4 AN
(property mapping) = HAMAZY] FE A AA
ozt A|qtsic}.

Bt aidolx FAE AL S
&4 A A 84L& F87 o84
Aol =Hojgirh ofo] s <dolgAtSolnt
Al 2] & A-E(Downing, 1977; Gagne & Shoben,
1997; Warren, 1978)& &/8 APiel] o B3
BALe] sjAo] T WALt FA|H BAE @
Asled AdgE o olFoXe BeA A
gagolgtn Hoktk AAE  Gagne(2000)=
53 9AE F 8397t FAA wAld o)
siMdd vl &4 APl 98 iME =23
GAELS AAY 0.6% AUA] B A
Aetn i F¥HAEL FAH BAd
g MEE FHAUY. 23y FAH #
AZ 448 F e Bgdrle dAge 7
AL MR fASEE A4 APl Q& e
g 2 Q) Om(Wisniewski & Love, 1998), oJ®
dAojA}E(corpus)7t AHE-E uholl wEbA iR
Fo] EfAlEC] &4 AP o3l A
E A% AKCostello & Keane, 2001). &3],
FAH ATz Bt diddnta v}
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Boe Ae ok R A ¥4
richness)&  F-A1E 7hsAde] Ut}
(Wisniewski, 1996). o|& £, “paint spoon”}
“blueberry spoon”o] @ EFHAlO|M F YAl
25 “f Yool FAA BAO o)
A=l Aot a8y Azl A “spoon™]
“RE 2R 2oled HlE FAMe
YHE" SEZ 20|B2 “poon"e) 750}
SHE GE 4 U0k o)A BoR 2g g
W FAE BAY 24 AgTes H4e
ga BFP)E o9 AFHTen B
270l we By wAe W) 9oy

(semantic

de ¥ 8AE] JFL Atk

WA, BPEAE TS F A HF

F3o BqPAe 40 FFE 1A 4 9
o AQEFE olFol7 BWAE uA o
2 &4 Al Slal saEE Aol LA,
AFE WEE o|FoW BIWNE FAH
WAl o8l siHEE Ao] ATk Wisniewski

Love, 1998). B4, H&HALE F45t2 )
gAkel FAMdR Mo dde mE
Atk &, F #HAE M2 fA" A S
A ARGl g siMe] MEHA|W a3x)
& A% A4 BA =% 4] 2
B Wisniewski & Middleton, 2002). &, “Yg
% negols) ol UG A EFo

fAHge]l &2 B "ile diiE
ol ool AuCLFT FHE AR
e e vig A Apgaet gl Mz
B AT &3t fabge] B BF
HAbE &4 AP o) M EE vl & ¥
ChWisniewski, 1996). AlAl, F2wAl7E A g
£Q0H, “agfol"ehs WARY “FAgolet

40

<]

°->L-1—‘

O S T ST Y
Q:

(o)

O

[o]
A O R | 9

k)

&% Xt e FLde dgRE
BHHAE &4 AV s sid"e
-8 HQItiBock & Clifron, 2000; Estes &
Glucksberg, 2000). Bock™} Clifton(2000)%= &4
o] @xdo] EHAI sldo) v A
S GobEr] Y3 FAHALe Al %
¥ &4 dAEE #AY A 23t
a3 A HY, FHEAL] @AA o)
4ol 23d A EFBADL &4
Aol o3 M= Adko] ESkoy Y
At 2EE S48 AL BeEAL 3§
Mo J&& vAA] S AT a2
FAHAL] @A A S0 T

O A BEEAE EA] $4 APl 9
3 Mgty HAES e AL

ksl Bock¥} Clifton(2000)e] A& oAl 18
& Ade AAPFAMT Ao AT
2 HEde §49 dAFe] gL ZAd
Mz BEFBAL A8 &4 AIRT A
A AR adEe A7 o gt dA
g &4 71 FAHEAE AFEEHY SR
EFstn BHEAE &4 APdel o3 A
HA % AL ATE ¥F7L A (property)
B} 7] Ffunction)of] 98] HelEE 7Agko] gl
7] ECZ & F Ut Wisniewski & Love,

o 1o rr

L0
> A

1998). Estes®} Glucksberg(2000)s £A19] & A

ol EgHAte] 3o
BockZ} Clifton(2000)2] Zsjioll F2stA| &
A AEe] WM e e AdE B
o} £, Estes9} Glucksberg(2000) 424 HAL9)
HA 3 HAJo] aiwiale]l At 2t (relevant
dimension)ll . % Balignmene)s|ojof ERFHAR7}
&4 APl o siAgcn 2o oy
dale FABA A &g ALY

I mATE
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2@l BEEAle sAdekE AR dtn
HE Bock® Clifton(200009] et thEth
Bock# Clifron(2000)8] A7-A3}el B Estes}

Glucksberg(2000)< FAHALY] &4 dA43
amAle] A9 A4l BF B 2N

BEYALE &4 Ao Q8 HAFE g
| 1% setm Eusdt. oRe X
S48 71 Ao} ARG HE HAEY

Jolgh Aaoite) F2A Ho] of

/\
4
4% £0% AU I UL BaFT

2
2

3}
FAE sldgt o|#g HBE F3(analogy)
gln kel 3 RS ZHE dZse
ol AFEEY olet EAS A A dofut
© gugls S MEE A2E g5
T a3 9L It FFEIe JE
Hgelv #¥E ¥t dE2AT £371 o
A 7 AEAR dAZ FAEY dvkn v}
Atk AoAE FAFITHHolyoak, Novick &
Melz, 1994). (1) EZ(targer) A=Y B3ES &
4871, @ AAE vidbase) AFE 71‘4°M
A7, ) BH A3 v A4=59 @ 8
2 A7 (mapping), (4) o]2idt APGIA
L dui7], ) 2 Hristn, et
4 3] —8-:11' t A F&3=E
B2 AgsA o 71(adaptmg) © frFAol
Z g2E Ut gEsIR o] F
FEEFEL At o] 94X o
AE 2% tF 232 glsdl, ACMEHolyoak
& Thagard, 1995)1} SME(Falkenhainer, Forbus, &
Gentner, 1989 1%, AMY, 8 QAIE FE

2= 8|8 Francis®t Wickens (1996), 18]
31 Bassok¥} Osleth(1995) EAEA dAE o

ol B H2 ATES FAM A
dojus Hlaage] g A-HMarkman &
Gentner, 1993; Goldstone & Medin, 1994)¢} 3
Z o](analogical transfer)ol]l 93-& FlA& ﬂomﬂ
3t HFrancis & Wickens, 1996; Bassok &
Osleeth)® W}l Markman3} Gentner (1993)+=
A vlaHgel 7 A= FEE
7le Aol tEel glem F2A ol
G229 718 Bgoletn FAAAT M
(Falkenhainer, Forbus, & Gentner, 1989)| A} &3
e BT AFRES 9y 72 YA E
istaty] a8l 24
E3 FAY G targer domain)®] hEAES T
A7l Al dAAQ dE&S tAdRt
o] &AYUA AT EIF FAM(surface
similarity)o]] 98] FEEHX|WH o-g A7 &
Az el T G A 4
ol &A4do] wrzA] dXxE %3_8--‘5 glcth
EH, HdASG dAze] FaoA B
A “FAe A AR,
< A 2 gAEP S-S f3
FAE & Qlth =3 2AGG 2HE
ABAE AXNTAE Avdn e
FAgdolA fAHEY oA “HAAAL €
2| (systematicity principle)"2tal Tt AAA €

HEA

v X
=
A(source domain)?] THA}
o
[¢]
7

-

flo mlru

.

}:l

glo] wad A nadAle AxBAT
o dFE FJEz AMEE aYHA e

FABE @A & o] Foi.
g =9, “HYY 25+ 349 25EY H
=Ate #AE 9 A8HA g 1Y
H #Aclag {fFoA FAEG 72F 3
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9ES fEsy] 9 AR FHAe
2 o] RoAA Pt FxH HE Wi @
3eie] el gagel e Gde ¢ aish
AMIHAY, F 499 8AaE0] mateiA A
e BAH-E TS| dETH
724 AUl 7128 HFEAL B
Zro M =AU gk S A 3
2R E AHIHP] Bl

oA B AR Ao JEE PAA et
AR 527 G el T 2ANA @
=CUHJohnson-Laird, 1987). <l & £, “Wason?]
A I A"(Wason & Johnson-Laird, 1972)& A2
4E AFAEE AHEae] ANHRE F 3
T AA 9 gidely BAle] W FRE FY
SHAA T AAR ATARS AHEE B0l
gk {37t ATk ol R vzt Aldd
AR AR AgSl WAL A
A4 Aol g wesasl WEe2 B
FollA ZAGH HZated T
ol Akt uieh g AATY
B9 47 A0l o 38
A o]tiGentner, 1983). Gick
S Holyoak(1983)—\: AgF7AE0] FAEE
BANA dAe] EASG FARE A9 EA
A Beshed A% dsa A} 9
Hog A EAE FFE AHSIIEE 3§
AE Ao {3l d3ges dAs
e AR 538 i AT
5. A R Gl S o4
F BRE 7RI YA AER
7}zl——€— kil }H EApzgteze A9 &

_E
i)
o

o e

m{n
=,
rlr
}-D :{o

[e]

d: NgH MM A 67

Fo ApEA o2 HIE F e AE AKX
It &, Ross(1984)7F AFSIARC] F2H F
AR ETE A4 fAMdel AE aiAsk
© A8t #dA 2Ed BAE A
o] ZAlo] 488 ZAAXNE AR A EE Y
38 BAAE FAM L AFHolm BAAYD F
z9 2 BEH] e A7t Bot F
dazte] F2 FAMIE dstke FUE AT
3}7]% &THMedin & Ortony, 1989). Vosniadou
1987 fFA FAZ dIEAATE 4A
A28 e, @AV BEA gASAER
E‘r HEH7] oddAe & -

g0}, ool TETES A3 Yuy
&9 He 88
St 7%l ATHDent, 1984). °] R FAH
% | ZIA B 2AEE &g o] &
H A A2EHE O ddsAgdol 71A
doll EAlslol sto o tdEAdel A%
A l°1°¥ gl o| Afole #AM H &
A& a5 glon gdSdRY 44 H2E
FT

)
o
>
=
O
o
)
uz
AV

=N Ny S = |
T T
&

73

-".Lﬂi)‘m

l=\~l-l>l =)

A z=Ee| siA|

rok

TZH Yol 28t

o T 72 38 Ade uFs g
2%, #3239 5 O Bokd Hgsll
AT FAPE A AYz ok RA, T
ZREYA AA7E AF7Ee] AT e
olFARTa 7Pl el AHe#gel A
B F%A(data-driven) EAE 7IAl1 Ut &
g siaM 2go] AF olsle) 894 €&
A g3 FAbel viXE ey Felel 9%
& o) A8l 724 32 de =98
gt §AMdo]l AR FEA A mppvioz
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4957 oFthe 3ASC] Atk 3, H44
BRE AZH 4% ohle 444

(world knowledge)= & @3-S 1| THTversky
& Hemenway, 1984). & &o], “gal"glE o]
go] 708 AL AARoE B4 o
Aolehe WAl olelyes
oz YEAA AZH AAFG7E dojdrh
Barsalou(1985) = AIA-F7E BEHo2ZE Y
A9l BEYG A5 Lokt HAGVA) B

ZA35o] 35S FHAL &, HF-AE
H 3(goal-induced category)9} AW HFe] BE
718 AEANASA ANGE F 23] H
29 BE@oaltt o148 7HAded valuorl)
Sht ARRAE BPHER s 2 2wl
s 284 BPA% 4B AVAR.

Y. v Y
EFfo"R-E

2 2% A9 NEY Y 98 AY
dtss a4 WPAS gelRg e
B oRe AAuFst ved A7

My

FAReE B95] olFTE 2 Hol
o} “Wason2| AYTA|"E ALR-FF H7HWason
& Johnson-Laird, 19720014 8-Z3=g]o] MAHA|
Ao] Jgg vjAte RS AFHAAT A
G2l M E Gelmand} Markman(1986)2 ©o}%
) SAHAE B7Em 435
F BA) 71xstd FES st
st & ohsgdA Ao
o RA5E W3
. ags )
Al ARz e e Adde
F W &3le EZEIVIECIE EY, “cow”
¢} “Tlang Ho F3 iRt “dg
9e & Ak v & ol “uAs)

&
j=)
“FHAUDT M o= o] ¥& ¥ &

ARHA A Eretn “Feidaren
A&aA getgoh olgld Anse Fx3

FE idol FAM BlaellM F ApFe] ol
gF9s ¥n¥g AAAE Adusted =20
AR AR Aol fAMdel 4FE mlFide
A2 A odde F& BAEt

X, 723 FEL A ANl v
B (comparison process) & 5 LA|8}A] T AFE
o] }usteE HAoA dojd + e A
Zol7b frAHdl dEE WA ks e 1
A et &, ASo] F3stEe A A
ojn] Apdwigtoly}t AAtAA o] #4517 Wi
of &3l FHEAJ 2R AU &4
§ Bladhe 4% 4302 dojyr] of
Hth A4, ‘QL} o2 279 FHEATH
T AAMH(cross-mapping) ZF71
< ol Be A2yt g e
of FEARte] Frlele Aoz ¥eA A
gk F AN SAEA Y BHEALY =
2 t%ocal correspondence)S R FEHA] o
DA FAZADY FANT ol
7} #Asr] ETHRipol, Brude, & Coulon,
2003). MFIHA AN E o]l Abefo] gt
AuGe Y2 & AHHE Fsstelet 9%
g oA ol@ We dEdoz Gaid
AgEe T2 FE9 AY glo] o wax
g3 Westd 4 UrthSchyns & Roder,
1997; Ross, 1996).

e

fAgE WRE, A 39 5 AA
A% e Poldd AxTae Aelny
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T Fgeke 289 4US dger 4
4e 4she dUR 2380 A
DAY A 2Y3 gl 2R AN &

Azre] A Al azln YA Fo9 3
T2 hdssta o S digh A9E
FE AAst= 8Qlo] FAUAE HHdte
v oS 7k oldl i digtez A
Aol Hed Fog AR o 2
A % theory-based approach)o] | ¢tE] %A= gt
AFR AAo] &SR g ARATIA
ez Fojo) oD FgS vixm 1 A
7b AFAY FARe ol AolE A=
Aol g AAY M AFshA] Eshch
£3], Anderson(1991)2 o] & 24 ol fAt
A HA Rd(abeling)E EF8F Utk ¥
ettt E AT e KA Aldte] &4
A7 F22 ZH| 7% o] FoRTh
1 7Pgste SlaM 2E9 dA EAn &
1 EFE st F2E FHo| 1 Bt ¥
73, AR, fFFe F ARG Eof
of ofd F&E vH=AE HBstAt
F22 Y Mde 2A F 7k FHA
AAH & Foko dg2 vk AAe &
Aol &Ael AU ATtez AYEH:
Aol ofet AF7re| F2A B[A &R
e Aotk &, F Z}%—f’: BERYAA o
SEHAY dHEHA &

r‘o r

o

4>
30,
£
£
i
mln
2
K
oY
>
2
X
rr
i
it
o
1o o

‘3}“" Y AN A9l “Q"“ "2} ‘“é B
o) “pare dhedA gt 44 942 W
t-8-U *(match our of place; MOP)EFZ. FETH

o vl 2Y AdlA EAke] “siqEr Azt
I BAA EAY “SiF MZe digHe
&4 dX 2 th2YUX|(match in place: MIP)EF T
F-Et} SIAM E¥o|A &= MOP| ®j3| MIpo]
M e o S7Idda st asle
Mipo] Big o iy Pt 258 .o B2 84
35 W] mgoltt EAE HA4XETY o
§o] FZHolgtn 7HPE L HlaAgE FA
A 42 71 FA REES 9 vn
Ao &Adatdel dig A=y Fo7) 2
e 7EPY. dE 29, GoldstoneTt
Medin(1999& A2 ARl ek fApgel A
4 Bgeld AR Bat golde s
£l Az zolde FLYAT FAH
B2 3%e uAEd W A Flde
RAH QB HA9 O 2 43S wIR
o olFA fFAMIeM T4 BAG Hlast
Aol FR3TE /HL HXd i A
g7 Folo| ool &4 AaAFze
Zol 71&9] FAM EFECA A o
AU EAE thal o= Bx sfEHers
A A

ey 724 FEe ¢ngFe A8 F
=3 BEAoE &) fAdel miAE A3A
Ao Z3E UF7] odde IE A2
At 2= EFetn 722 FEe A
ol ofg] A gEorel JFE md AL
%}Eﬁlzﬂ 84 HEo] olyzt &4 ol
A Foo A=57re] #AF27} *"’“ék
nXds hdy 54 "ot dE
Markman®} Medin(1995)= AT %3 73 °ﬂ
’é%‘%ﬂﬂ%q BEHA FE Aot
g zpolo] ZANA AAS Ugje A
< E‘dl?b'i Basiych. oAt # ol A

oé.i_%::im\ord
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Heh Folol] SiaM 2¥ ] €1e
S857)E AT 5 el Aol
AE 7153 Z(alignable difference)d} 7153}
A &= Z(non-alignable difference) 0.2 7Hd 3}
stedl 723 FE A 9% A A
th =3 o' J$dE kst FHM &
e MY §AE ARAIE S
FAMIE v malA] grigke A3o] HelHy)
= s Ed 723 FEL 230 H& 7}
59 AFZAA Ve Dol PAHC
Al e ohjzbn e o] Bet
AG7HA ThF wobdl 723 AE g
of Ag5ol FAT by ofm ZUN P2
2 Ado] fAM FEE mAIEA A e
A9 a7 AR GTe 724 A
Wdel ogA WrgAlE AJAA gt of
a7} ol Ba Uk TEA
Mdol £ AT A9A Folg 2%
AfozA g AL ol
=57] JiMe o] B A7 a7dnh

Wy oM of
o,
P
oo
ok

o rr AR
)

ok
-

oo rr wl 2

3

W

TR |

olefd (2000). £AJ7ke] W&ol FAMdel 2
Ad wxge FHd 2AY Wi
o "Xl 9% IxALAIA: 437
= 9lx], 12, 185-200.
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