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(2) ZEFESEADOINES
VvV TER] 05%

I ‘Penrosian firm’

BHEANDEB L 72 M %2 F7R U7z Penrose 28#A L7: 1%, 19965E10H11HD Z & T
HolzV, ZTDHIZB VT, Penrose DUFHZHEZ 25X { B LIz, ZOEKT,
19964 LARE D12E5m Tld, Penrose NO MV Ea— 21 DORHEZLTWS EF 2
%o

Penrose 2MBFEMIC BV THERE & L7 2584 2 L2z 572 D1, 1959FICHIR S
72 The Theory of the Growth of the Firm (LAF, [HZERER] L7 v 1o
FHEICL DY, ZOFEEN [FRMEDODH2SA] (seminal book) & LT, BFE b BZEGwIC
HEEGEZTwd, 2%, LD [1EH] (opus) BESHFITTHWLEIDOTHSY,

ZOXSCMAEDD 5 KK THivh 2 £3I1E Penrosian firm” LIFFEN 5
kowekotz, 2N [MHBCZUHTRIGT 2D TiER<, & LA2HIKNCTS2ED
CBEFEDLE] THDY, 5 LIh¥id, TG TOEENLREES G T 2 ETHK
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HOE R

ETE29, 207912, M5O [HZfE ]| (parameter) % En» L Tk iF i
SR\, T ORZE L&, Bfr, B, MBI 2b0THLH, Tho 28T O
&, BEBRENS 7 4 — NNy 7 SNDIEHREMBNL T, 2hzBHERSTHEL TV
274REN)T 4 BETLRERTH S,

‘Penrosian firm’ T, 9 L7eBESITHIRT 27D ICEERNG6T [2=—2 7
EERY—ER] (VY —ZADEFC & o THEERS TR MG 2 EERE =
BLLD) Bru—X7 v T EN5, Penrose iF, ZDXIBRERGEED LT HEE
TarveZbhzeb e, IRERORKREGRO [Z% ] (distillation) ZM->7z, Z OHf
e, HAEEAOFH L WBE L, XML 2B NI 2B D TH o127 Z1IX
Penrose 12 &> T [HHH] W5 D2, MO TEHMER L DIE > Thb, WL L
e zEE L, ZORTHRRATES 27:9121%, [BE] PRETH o7,

B 21 Lazonick i, [{R3EpkRam] BEMLHEBHKROFO [HEOMR] 2T 2
NCwbTnd ERLL, ZOFZ [FHEROEE | BIRNCZET 2RF BNV,
VY —ZAZEELRZD, 74D T 4 2EBM LD T2REOFELBH T2 b
D) TH2EFE L, %5 L7z Penrose OEFRIIHETIE, BFEDY Y =2 nhiC
R et B2 O DL D, ZAEPZ2LZ T3 2w s 22y
52RBV (VY =R+ N=Z b « Ea—) NEPRR EZ TN TWBY, RBV k31,
Penrose D% 2 /5 %X Ff 3 % ‘Penrosian’ D B & LT, BEMmTOHNIZHED LS DI
LoD2bH%,

% ZTARETIE, Penrose NI DR E ST TRENT, FOERBNT 2L m Y
Ea—%WE3 52T, [RERER] PELIbD, Sbid [ME&Y] (legacy) %7
BLTHI, ZOVHY—BKRAIL T, ORFES, @QRBY, OfFiwmaei (HEAR)
Vo TREECHEBIC Do THRENTW S ERET 2 ENTE 2,

I BEEFENDLAEY)

(1) [FEEDER] EWIEXH

Penrose @ [{EZEpRG] 0B W TR bEE R Z LiE, [BERBA#HEZODHL, &
5, ZTOMFEIE FARZHVLNS) KT 2] LI RAZRFEFZCR AL EH
Bz, ThiED0X 51T, BT E vy, ZOMYRFEerERA T2 Th
% L B3 Dl Loashy TH - 729,

bl [BFEEER] w501k, 1950812 Johns Hopkins A2 T Machlup'® &
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Evans B EERFRICOWTO IV — TR EED TR, BEDOEEL D>z, &
FO20b, TOMHETRZVEY ANVEHENIZEAETHY, ZNITEHFZERERL -H5H
RINET L ENBEERY, Penrose WENICETFLIEVWIDITH 5,

W, ZOVEERTTI ICHTz> T, Penrose B89 CIZKfF Wiz DiF, BEREICET 2
A —BIBEAEFEL TRV E WS 257, £ I T Penrose 3MHEIIZ, Z0
HE O D 2BMA LT, & D& X Penrose 78, HEME D+t 4H & LD, Adam
Smith DF 2 727z, ZhiE, [EOETH->THE (wealth) BSET 270 DER
BRER DD, HBOEEEOINTHZ] LWIFHZHThHs, FTH Penrose 7
HEHLUDIE, [43% (the division of labour) ASHARAIZAFROBFZET ] LI &
Tholz,

RS> TEEINIHARBICEDS T, B LWEELAANEET N2, EERIHHE
bl T 220385, DFVGHED, BERBOLDOOERFHLE 225 LW RS
Tdh %, Penrose i, Z5 L7z43¥0D/ %589 % Smith O~ X — A2 LT, B
i 2R AT, 20 &S] (culmination) 23, [HZEEER] L L TERLY,

[¥pER] Tk, OBFEREET 2 7 av 2, ZOHEFICHHELL A% 4D,
QFEDETH I L 2 BERINY —E A, ZOHREFI R EENY — 2O
74T 7 %522 0o ERBRSNLED, D% 2 OIEEE S Smith T
HolW, BFEHREOHRTY, LY oUW (ERNESZET) OMPOIL,
DRI T 5, Smith 1%, Z 5 LAREICED ST R EERIOREZTIFL 12,

72720, ZHICIEARRE £ OBSICHIG S TR AR E DS DL T LihEwn S
BEBOCERIEEZT) LW ROONE, ThnThbb, BRENCBTS [Hz22
F| OBEITH %, Penrose i3, Zhz [RERNY—ER] L5 5 —LTREL, &
EDORREE, %5 LEREROEENY —EXICERSNS LT 52 LT, Smith D
RRPIEMTIFEOIAATS,

Loasby I X 1L, AEROKERZTH Y, Smith O E b FELD W [RERE
il 1, FNTLEREROKRFFED S OERILbATEW AW, Z0—4T [#
{LERIY 7R3 (evolutionary economics) ® [#EE MK | (business strategy) D
2Bz, ZOMMEDTED SO DdH b v, Zid, Penrose Dffv7-BFEEKA, 4t
BB 2 REOANAI» SR Z 206 ThH 5,

HSOIRICH 2B 2 BB 52 L5 WL Z 21BN TE 5 &, BERIELS
bDThHs, 2D X [FHBOREL T & ] (organization matters) %3¢z % Penrose
DOEZEBRIZ, REOIEBE L TREET TV EE & 1203 2 LGN RFEFEE L, HERS
WG TE 2EEDOREINCIEBHRE D 5 2 L2 H 2 TE 7k Tk 5 W E I R
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i, EERZELEIADREEICHDLDIE 5T,

(2) ‘Penrose theorem’

Loasby i3 [{:3¢pRam] % [HRROBRRER] LR H, JhicifwRAZL Tw
% @ 1¥ Richardson TdH - 7z, % OFFfli & 1% Penrose 1%, [0 I T I ARER & 24
EnE AR TR E N, BANCED 5] wd ZERHL»IZL T, BREADHEFEL
REEHICH NI E WS D THD, ZDEH» 5 Richardson iF [FIFkICE D Wb
sl (‘knowledge based’ theory of the firm) #HE. 9 % Z & % Penrose 3B} 7- £ Bz
L7z,

%7z, Penrose % [1RZEME] BV THEMA L [HENY —EX] &wS1iiEE
ZOBICBOT [7A4RE)T 4| Ewdave 7 N2HATEIET, & DECHES
T&5% L5 L7d b Richardson Th -7z, 74 /8EY T 4 DA >r 7 M iE, BFEN
DEFEFEB P RER O RFO 7O AR RT OO D THY, RFFORM» S B
MR Z D Z L RAREIC LTz, 2D Y7 DI, ¥Ry L TOERLE
BRE Rz L7z, 25 L7z Richardson &, FEBRIC1d Penrose X 2 E L7z 2 L3
BEVH I,

Z D3, £ b 7z > T Penrose O iEim i T & - 72 @ 23 Marris Th - 7z,
Marris 3m#lic [1E3ERRHR] OEFE (academic review) ZFCL, ‘The New Pal-
grave’ &\ SRR Tl Penrose @ [ R LEE] (entry) Z##H: L, Guardian 5l
1%, 2o [3E155c5 | (obituary) ZEWIIZETH %, [REREWR] 2 [F 7RIV |
(galley proofs) DEEFEHN SFA TS LS Marris IZ L #LE, KO 2 O ‘Penrose theo-
rem’ DRX—AWKZH 5 LRI,

12, HRROBEREEE CIRT 272018, Fehba—<r VY —RAEMAT
2ZENTE S [EHMAME ELTOREI VLTSN THE, 72121, REHED
FARICIBEHN LGP EET 2L w52 Ths, 2%, 202580 [RERE
il PREBFEORICTIBEGZ/{IRA Vel DThH 5,

U L7%h o Marris 1%, [RZERESR] ZBEEEWSI 7T 4 94 0o OHEHT
B, TMHEVIT 4N« A FOEFwRERWIZHDTHS L bIRHLIY, £z,
OERN [RERET 200, 2O (the motive for growth) ASREFHNCEHEIE
T, @ [FI3E] (profits) IZ DWW TOMEDL, IFALD ELZbDICHE> TR
e, BENEZFTHREEZLEET 00, TOREENERNCRESNTHRLE
o ZfER bR LTz,

723 L7-RE1XH 555, Marris 1F ‘Penrose theorem’ % F & O BIEHE S 12 FEfR i 12 12
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Rya—XHEH» SO [EAY)]
ALT, BEFOFIC [HEORES] (managerial theories of the firm) %794 %
ZEWEBRL7Y, ZOMEEIE, REY AT A0S ITHET AR AY A bOE
A ETERLIDOBDOTHY, O [HHEFHEOE] (discretionary theories)*, @
[ELEMOME| (erowth-orientated theories), @ ['EH{ERHE] (bureaucratic the-
ories)*V &5 3 DD A T DRI B,

IS5 DHTYH, ‘Penrose theorem’ iF [HMEEM O | OEFELZEL N HDTH
D, ZDO7 A 77 % Marris 25FFH O A SFEBULL Twuolc b wI RfErR 7 E5 2
ENTE D, 20 [FEEEMOHE] &, Mo 2 EEO [REOFEMR] CHNTRD
FAFTIvI73bDOTHZD, 5 LEENZEEEZRT I 27 ML, Zhd o ORF
FHOMICA 7V =y a v 2B EIC525D %5 LRG3 DI Best Th -
7229

B REOBLE L, [HEMOFEFPEEMBMORE L oo T u v A 2L 6,

WTCHEDETESNS ZLEDRIEMELT, VY —ADAE v ABbb L, Ihk
HREREN L WITB TR Z 2 2 L CERE R 7229,

ZDFZICEDWT Best 13, %95 LN TOEHN KK 702X TR, XKD 4D
DEFEZNZTNTY Y —ZXADFFEL 74 E) 7 4 ODAGERLE LT 5 L FR LI,

D54 F 3 X A% FEORFERBEHICH B 7 B, @B Alhic X - TS
RELTOHEE, @4 —7> « YAT AL > THRENIY b7 —7 2R, @
SEREHEICE ST (Y av N v —DXS%k) EEEREERT R,

Z D# z 1% ‘regional dynamics’ £ WIH ETINELTRENSD, EVDITE, @TH
BERDIEENNOAY 7 —F 271, FHETOY Y —ADAKEE 2 H/EST 57:0
DFERELTELZBDTHY, SROBEMIBHN T I N — vy VREL %5 L 2
5TH5,

I RBV ~OE=&Y)

(1) RBV Xz

VY —REe®RE, H2VIEY Y — R LB 2R OMNT THF 2 5 2 Lid, Penrose® s
Chandler?? D 55 F VD, % D% O Richardson?®, Andrews?®, Nelson & Win-
ter®* O DIFFE £ TH, Z OFELIEIRE U TALEMN <,

Penrose 1%, ZEEEELVY —AORTHZ Lz, 5LV Y —A»SEENY
—EARb o NS I EEHL, TOMEE, LALEMND EEEEROEmMICHEHT
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FE
ZHREE R R LTz,

[A CHfHA, Chandler i3 [FHARHSE ZHEIGICHES | w57 —¥Db iz, VY —AH
MBEHO 7 v -2V —27 O THEI N, HHINTW KT ERE, ZAictEoT
[EEFEZEEH ] (M-form organization) ~DOZEHFEIRD S5 Z & = FEMAEHTE»
BIEFERDIC LT,

Richardson I%, #&FHEN %@ U CHRE 2 & T 2 REABONME ELx@Biiry bV —
7) ZHKR 27D [7AE) T 4] bwes@eiztilizc, 2niE [VY—20
HAEMEEPREMTZ2D0] EVIERTIHE2OEEDY ¥V — X (second-order
resources) & H7g iz,

Andrews 1§, BEH) X225 I EDOTE LHPAOTRBIIC BT 2 BEES I, [HHK
WOGEA] (VY —R) ZTHA LTV ZENEIETH 2 L LT, BRICE KT
%75 SWOT SO R—RA %252 72,

Nelson & Winter 1, I ZhZNICHRELRERTH 2 L R Lk BT, Hfon
—7 4 YWEBL, RETHEIZI LIV —T 4 VI TEHZON TS L) Mk
RBV 20 6 REEE R T 72, 2O RBIBAETY, BRI LREFFICGROEE LG 2
B T»a,

IO DERE L DHREEREL & Lo, 1980412 1k Rumelt®V 5> Wernerfelt®?
DFmX D RBV 2L 2 &4, 199021, ZOREMNIT BRI N TWwo Tz, BFET
13, ZOMRENFHHE T Barney*¥ & 115,

Z 9 L7z RBV iZ19904EHE 5, & D b l) Strategic Management Journal TD3s
NTCHEASNEZENE L kol TNIEDED, RBVSF & L THEH~Ax Y X b
MREVIEHTEBINTVLI LW ZETHL, ZOHFHIZEWTRBV 35,
[BEDOV Y —ZARTANE) T ADBODIEZEDNT 3 =< VA ET LI ENTED
] WS EEEIET A ICHVwSNTWSE, Znw 2 RBV I, [HiE T 5 B%MH
DRT 7 =< Y ADFENZRTHR] © [REOMBAZIEENIC L > TRFEAIIER S
NEGEOHER] Lot bDEDS VT AT v 7E2EATH S WS HERL b 5,

BHEMTN7 3 =< P AWESH LD, ZOMBAICETS 22— Y —2H
BLTO2ARZNEFIGECY DY, 2ZOEAOEANEEICL > TR LIPS T
Hb, LIcH->TRBV X [HFH—ZXDRfER] (knowledge-based perspective) 7% 454
FZE> bDER2 b RESNS%, ZhiZ, AROBEME L TREDFEERRZ S
LW T Tu—FThb,

%7z, RBV EBEfEL 77 70 —F121%, Richardson /R L7z [7 A48 ) 7 4 ] %
FAF Sy 7 CRZ BHMEES] xwv UHBEE) DR, BEOFELEEZRZ 5
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~va— RSO [{EAY ]
(a7 «arEy APPOFwBLERDH S, HTHa7 - a8 A, KLY A
TDV Y =R (FIEAMWERE) P E2RTbDTHY, BENED L S ITHRL REER F
NEPRHEL, BOSERTENEREEL Twaht o AE23HT 2 L icusn
%,

ZDAT cAYEILVAEWVWIRALY Y c AL IO, [VY—ZA WS X b
w7 | E[VY—An6EONEENY—ERtwS 7u—| ZRAILTIRZSZ Z L%
FREA L 7z Penrose LRI UHEZFODDTH S, £H LRIk >T, EDY Y —X
05 DEERY — EABBEOFFEM ZTELT 2 Z LICHML Tw 200 0ns L%
S I TE 2,

(2) RBV ¥ R AE L TULL Penrose DIEER

Wernerfelt 12 X hiE, SHIZBWTIZE D, RBV 256 OFRRICHES 5T
REEIKAHZ 2 L I3BRLICC WEWS®N, D DDl Ld, [V Y —XITHIE%
WETIHBODERT7 775 —Ths]| L\ [£F | (maxim) BLFINTVE LW
ZETHb,

RBV 2D EF 2720 CoOBFREE, LD bIRD 2 DDOHEMHERL T340,
DV Y =R, ZORFEICE > THEIBLWRAYTH 2, OREFEATREZBFEIZ, fib
B LICL <, ZOEEORFHRMMEN I > THEERLDERSE Y Y —RAILX
>THEzZo6h2,

UL Wernerfelt i%, <DV Y —ARFAAERLEEEERH->TED, VY —ADFR)
TEOWTERFHERPIHEA TR LD, VY —AZD DO TH 3 D0 % ERICIZSG»->T
WERWERLCTEBY, 20 [HE] oW TEk ) BOHEEZEFONENH 2 L ik~7z4Y,
BIZIE, 77 F « 2—LEVoBFEDH LYY —ALZDWTIEBEI N TL DL, %
DDV Y =2 Z DB TIHEEBEMIC UL SN TuREVNEWS 2 ETH D,

%7z, Foss i@ XX, HRBE S FE T 25—« 7 7 7 & — 1, HREE & HHER OB 0 B
ERATEBAREM A KRS CFD, L CHELEK~ORAFTHY, RBVBZD T
V=7 AN—tRD1FSE w5, COERHIE, EBEOEENBLE, [BHoEEH ) Y
—AFEND], [P S EWBHIBIERN R T A /RE) T 4 ZHKSE, (EFHSES
ZEMNTES] Lo flludid i oI 215D 2 EREZ TW 2 505 b ZIH 2 #
TIENTE 2,

Z5 Llzfup ot U T, REORHRRERBFEM LT 5 Y —)v &% % RBV
3, RO XS 7% [BEicED < —#iH| (empirical gereralizations) 123D W T34,
Q¥R 2 FATT 21 DICBBEER D) Y —ADEHICIZ, % LB ECR D
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HOE R
5, @ZNo0ENE, HRNLZELIZbDEKR> TS,

IS 2 O0—#ERD, UTIEET 22200 [HANLRKE] @FFCHETSH0D)
EREOMI 2 itk o T, RBV OER 2L THEENFKEL TL 3, ORENETZV Y
— 2D, EROKREDHE N, 7+ —< P ADEVEF ST, OBEIIH S ORFK
B2 /X7 =< Y ADBHEINT 2 Z L 2KD 5,

ZHLHEZ P OHEE SN RBV THLH, Wernerfelt DEH £ 225D YV —2A
O ME] ZEVRELABIE, Blcta—v>y VY —REALT, Zh5HEER
P—EZXARMDY Y —ALZODWTHEE T ol [VY -+ F—=27] 2252
EREEER D, TDIHITIE, Penrose ® [ERER] 25, 32DV Y—R -7
—Z VT DA ) —THbI i [WE—E, 7HiRS Z & (back to Penrose) 33K
sz, FF 212, RBV 2RS¥ %72 ®121, RBV O £ L TO Penrose O
HER 2 HESR IR T 2 2 E B LEDTH 5,

Foss IZ & 1, Penrose O iEinlc B WL CEE LRI 1E [395%] (cognition)
r [%3¥] (learning) & [F*]| (coordination) TH2 L I N3, ik lx [2n?
NOAEZER, TRETNFIOEERSIHET 2 ETRETS] LwH e Thd, OF
D, ZOREDTAY ¥ —DFRIZL->T, EOBERDIBU200HWEZ L0 Tk
THbo

RO [RFEFVY R == TOE[ L 7avA%2ET 5] LAKTIET
bHb, £z, FARCF [EHNABMTEBCHHAE TERELED T, ZOFTY YV —
ADEHLIEHZRL TOL ZENIAY AV M THE] LRABTIETH2, BT 31
SHORBV i, Z5L7% [VY—2A2REBHNCIEMNT 2720/ LY, RELEL
72D DREBOTOXA| RIZDZER2BAZENIILTWS LD DN Foss DERT
H%o

Foss i3, [E¥EHR] 30 b 2 {HSRFEMROY A —E—ATH 24, T0DFH
T BRRR BIEPFUIFHCIEL W EIEE 23, FRCEROMIUL, Penrose DN—v
v 7 R ARORAKAZME 22 BEDIC L TETWw 5 LR/, Penrose i3, [4FEMN
BREGROMEE] & LTRURELZREZzOTREL, [ZO8BEMEL, EHT 24
Bl ELTHEZTWEDTHD, 022070 A HHFHOMKLEHE) 3H0TF
25T EIFHLWEWD HBNRBV (BFIC Penrosian I2 X 2 D) ORA > k£ 5 NE
THdEVLIDTH S,

IO L L COARERRIELS 2 1E, 2 Y22 b1 DOMIEZFEFHL T
LRDICTES, e L 2ABOEHANE & e T LU RWRY, RBV 24k
ERCHWIEROER TR ISR VEWS Tk & Foss @3RL7z, S0tz 3 & [#
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BN Y =2 DfifEEHZ 2 D], [E5°5TY Y =206 OffifE%HHiz % D2,

LW Y =220 T 200], [BEFFOYY —ZA2E0 L5 CHET 205

Ewvo e, BEHEEMNOWEIORDDY A F Iy 7 Tex YY) 7| #HI, 2L T
AR S 2 E OBEES ZH WD TH S,

Zhwz 1z Foss i, [REMEMR] BRI RELZEFRL, B¥EL, Z0OF

[VY =R+ 7—=VTREDTOTOL DVHENARICL > T, ELORELRY—EX
DBRERLCY Y =2 EFgNES] L) ZEETRFEREL TV INSTHDL, BEDE
FORBV T, LW Y —ADEIHEINE A=A L ERmT 24 ) —2EHHET,
BEORFTCHBFE, VY —AOWERLCHLMECREGo bbb ok
WIS, ZOEKRT, RBV IZK7 Penrose 2> & DAY 2+ 32T THRVWES
Z %, RBV OHiitizix, Penrosian 235350 TR 21T Z EAREE ST W13,

IV fEEiae\omAY)

(1) ‘research creativity’ DEHE L TH [EKER
Penrose O ‘research creativity’ £\» 5 b D %% 2 254, FOBEMmELEIX [FlIh
A8 | (disciplined imagination)*”CED S FHE v A k> TiThbhizEwH B
Whb, ZORESE, Penrose » [HHERFGN] 2 HRT 5 £ TORHNZ, XD 620D
FETIOADSERINI:EE3 N5,

OHFEHEOMBICEBCHETL TV A A Y v —~DAf ¥ Ea—,

--Oxford Economic Research Group 31950412, KFEHED, mEICHE %X
FTRRRHEDY =7 « v AV ¥y — L RF2TI J 2 EDTWT, 3FEFHOMIC
16 A DR EEE A Oxford ZFfiiz, % DIFIZ Penrose 1%, ##H & FHHER L D
HIFRIZR S vz,

@FEFR & DEE,

-2 Machlup % Evans & \» 5 7285 %% (& 12 Johns Hopkins K%) 1,
Penrose 731950412 EIB¥RHFFICEE 3 2 F#iawm X (PhD)*V 2% 2% b DI d % 71
LR BWT, ZOWEENLAF VORI LICEERE 272, £7-WFHIX, Penrose
B [EERER] 29ET 270 ACBOTCLEER [F—T 12V A THd
272,

OBz DL LR D FHEL,
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--Penrose 1%, ERROFELHERT 272010, RFEROHFICB T 20RO X

ke < 2 <L,
@FEE L DO,
OEY X RAET 2 X7 =27V « ViR— b OFFA,

IO 2OV TIE, BIASHREL CBY, [RERER] tBuTbdirlitd
IO EB LR GEER VLI A3, Penrose OF 2 /il I & %
5z2Tw5,

@R L T 2 BFEADFMH & 8%,

---Penrose 1%, General Motors-Holden (GM ®A4—2Z k7 7 F&4h) 5% Her-
cules Powder Company®™® ~DHEICHE D % [ ER] O HHETIc#HE
LT3, 1T b 19545 DEIZST - /- Hercules DIffFEIX, KD 3 DDHETEHEET
HBHEINDM, 121%, ZOWHEH [PEEER] T 2EMTfTbh Ty
RHLDTHDLEVWI T, £l 1D, TO7r—ARY T4 [RERER] O
WMOBEEEBIT S & & bIC, HMERBSEIDDTHLLVI L, TLTVE
1213, Hercules P E b A BHEEGT TCWIRETHLILETHS, 2L
7z Hercules OffFeh &, Penrose 13 RD & 5 e H % F > Tz,

a) RELHLIELZLBEO) Y —R L, AV Y —DT AT 7 ORE, FEROFE

& & OFNIC I ZRE = BIRY D 2,

b) FROFAAE, BFEDV Y —ACHEL CHHINIZNETH 2,

C) AFNRY Y —RIF, HAMTHEEEICEIT TS,

d) HfHEIE, ZALEE LD TE S,

e) RERNOTREE, LERRORME 5T,

f) EEFKKEMHORILIE, CrIKBHENTHL0, ZLTHRARLTEPIRT v

yVEMAT 205> THRET %,

UEDX57%6 >0¥ETaxAn»oGoh s, [FS 8] 2P0k
L, Penrose @ ‘research creativity’ 2L T\ olz, ZDEYD, F 312 [REKE
di] THolz, [EEEEM] TIX, %% [HHBZEEZES Y)Y —A0H] £ /2
LT, ZOREEEEN Yy 7 THBEL T» L LK, R sm] (4
¥ =ADA VI Ea—, BELOWRELT =27V« VE—bOFE, KEL TWLEEZHE
O LB LI b D) T Tw5,

ZTOREKT, HifERMESRBOTE TR0 ne R ] % [REREH] 3HELT
W3E, 25 Ui [REREMR] X, ROXS5LT7AT7E2RTHDOER>TWDE, Z
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noiV»TENY, LERSWICE > TRBICEDD D TH 3,

OfFEEER, VY —ALHEEAT LAY A NOFR R 7O A (4P v —H
VY —ARHEST 5 7avR) L LTERICHIRETEES,

@1, A2BHK® [EH] (volition), BEEHE, BfE2R-> THE itk
TOL D HENBHIETH 5,

@V Y =R L2V —ERF, BEOEEUECLHEAMEEZITFAD DL,

@YY Y —ADpBELZY—E R, ta—<> )Y —2AWNET 2HEBAKET
%57,

OERBEVEERER, BHRORBREBAL AV AV b « F—ADIFAFELTRIC
EoThndns™,

ORERITOTEE, PEOREFEORREED LD LKL (WbW2 Penrose
effect’),

@YY =R X DEENY —EADORERES 1, BEHRE (VY —XD7WVERICE S
R RET D LR,

@FFHDY YV — A1z & BEEHY —E R, 4/ X—¥ 3 > OFERITEDEL,

OfEOZ AR VT, FHEARARAMEMEE ZLDOTESR¥ED [a Y
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