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Abstract

At present, children’s ingroup/outgroup favoritism has become the hot topic to researchers. This
paper demonstrates a detailed overview of the research paradigm, the developmental trend and
the influential factors of children’s ingroup/outgroup favoritism, and analyzes the controversial
issue between socio-cognitive theory and social identity development theory for the developmen-
tal trend of children’s ingroup/outgroup favoritism. In addition, the article illustrates the impor-
tant effects of the emotion, social status, peer relation, social norms and group information in
children’s ingroup/outgroup favoritism, on the basis of which the existing problems for research
technique and research content of children’s ingroup/outgroup favoritism are proposed.
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1. 5l

W - MRS E — H DR A 2 D B KA IO S — MR . AR Z ARt sE, —8
PARZAE SN AR, FFARAFE SRS . Bk, S8R N DSB8 NN - AMHASE
SR, JLEANT DA I aE T AT A e . B STl B SR &6 07 T 1) (R — PR Il &, 9 HL R
A3 B AR A AR AT B9 BRI (Degner & Wentura, 2010). Rutland %5(2005)7E 6~8 % fil 10~12 % H4l )L
A A BRI IS (LAT) KB 7 N BRI LT,  [FIIS A BR AR I AP AE T 14~16 2 I D AEREA .
1T 20 AR, R IR RV BURR M BRSE B K AE LB N - AN Im i 7 T e 7 KREMA LI, bjEdE—F
F2 RS IR 5 SCAR A FE RN B 9E . AEFRIE, GO0 LB T A — SRR IR 4 2 25 B 55 1) R AT 9 28 447
RZFNEM. BHFEEARTNHEICHRILEN - SN I TR0 R b, X R 5T
(AR R 1] S 3R B 4k 2 SO TS S5t T AT AR AR 9T R B A — T 404

2. JLER - SvEHEREF AR ER

JUTE AR o 2 (00 00 32— B DR LA R (A S e ) AR T B0 B (PN B ) PR . LRI B0
EEEEJLEX N SMEARISNE R . X TR BORILE R UL, AT U 300 5E T L 58 A
BR, WIUE ERA AR R R PP T Y - AN A RS . X T AR RN LB R B, —
R AEEESCI 5 Ur ki AT RGP E , totn, Je b i1 th— U 55 (R IME PR H e ik ) L3 i — i R
SR YRAATT— o B A AR AT ), — A B S R B JLE PR, AR B m R AT
Y, PPy CAEREET R A7 PSR, BEJRARIE VR KT 20 AT ) LR K R0 2 P BR AR
b, REWAREE. 25, RIETFMOTEE, B ARPBRETS, k) LI AR SN AR ) — 2]
FRRAE Y Sk 2, 25 SRR R A AT TSN R Y - SRR SF o 130, Nesdale “%(2010)f# F BTk &
TILEAEZRE(IRA 2 E0 A CHTERAHEAMAL?), FERRE . S VIR AN 75 2
e P45 7 TH A DL

(AR TT % BB A LEX A . SRR A RRES . X TAERECR I LE EZAEH] IAT 5 IAT
e WHERIELIG T, WHITE AT o I B — 2R S s AR, lan, D4 A i 4
TS 3 ses T, S gaklr 10 B AR EOR R & I, AR BEEAT IAT UK, JFAEDN 2K
AR T ABAT I 55 PRI IR SZ o X TR BN LB, 2 BEE I s ) L2 3R LA 1y 77 3ok S BRI
RAESLIHEOR LT B S HE T AE . SCFsimESERR, ek L Sk P adattit . filin,
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Shutts 25(2010)i@ i 44T Fr R L WERIB, HE 7 3 2 JLEXNSAFEMER] . AFEFBEE R BR)FIAE S
BEOLIE . RN IIBAEANA B SRR YR BGE S (L 6 o ZER) LR AR Fi AR A BRI VR B 3 2 T]
e, fRJa LBV 2 REILE R, B LERIERA K2 B2 A B2 RN . 280k, JLE
ey | ORI R AMA 52 ARG S, AR B AR i 52 B SR 51500

3. JLER - SvEHERIF A RAZSH

KT ILEN - SN Il B K AR S R fetads, BT =8 M R E R KBRS, —Fh2
Aboud (1988) 2\ &1 ¥ 18 (socio-cognitive theory, ST), B—Fi/& Nesdale (1999a)fIHt2x i\ K& L
(social identity development theory, SIDT). R AR LEE B4 RIS FEAR AR BE AR T- 4l m T A%,
RIS BEBE O FIRE ST AR A, BEAE R, IR W 2 T B, SN W a2 T, i
BT AL BRI, A SR IRLFSTE 7 SR B RITIE, SRJGHEE ) LR AR 8] 22 5 K ST E AR
BT R, RLE B AR RS HI B R N RES . FE W NBEE R IR R, LEREAR
BEA—ERAET . LB R N . ANERRIH I T k. JLEESS BRI In i A 252
FIEERS A, X ANEEAR IR I BE SR R4 T B I (Nesdale et al., 2004). —%& )| 5 [ AMEEAR RS BN S BE AR T 24
A%, %) LE AN BT R] RERE G AE I IR T AR 1S S I Al (Nesdale & Flesser, 2001). 7 #LAJS, H
TILEA SRR AT 5, B L MRS B R g KA JH M, AHECAMEAA, Al
W2 T it A HEAA (Nesdale et al., 2004) . BHARL AN T OR4 B C AN FFIESRAT B O BRI AN SZ IR, 200
HMEEAR IR O MR (Nelson, 2009). ) LE RS E AT RE 2 BEE RER R I ER AR G . B2, PIRERR
()53 B AE T ) LB AR (B2 B2 (R A 5N Re ) R R 2 [ DG R IR . SIDT X1 7 LR LB N - SMEEZS
FERLRS ST —3, B R4 27 B A b 3G ANWT FRAIS, AN 7 B A 3G K AN BT 8 n - w5 b
ERZETE T AL (EXTF 7 UL LERV S-S ST 24240k, B SIDT AN 7 % PAE ) LE R R i 1 4F
BERFELE N« AMEEAARIAI I 17204k, BEARIRIS BEA S BEEESE TARRL, ) LT A BRI PP 4R 2 LU AR
k.

BEN, BH AN —RERIS518 . Corenblum (2003) &3, EK L ELAEL) )L E FIIZ AR H £ 56
TAMNEAR T AAT I (RA D SN AT ), AN B B D9 B ) LB R B 5 2 A BEARAS S (FH EL AR
G R) . HRKE O RIE A F VPG 7592, R R 5T BEAR R 7 3847 78 N B W 4T (e.0.,
Dovidio, Gaertner, & Validzic, 1998; Islam & Hewstone, 1993). Nesdale Z5:(2010)8 5 & B, 6 % JLEXT N #E
RRIPEELE 10 & JLE S AR, WAL LEEIMHATEE PR REZES, [Fn, Pd)LEX WEHRTTEN
W LCANEEARARN 1% 25 TBEES 70 € 1 ST, RIAES) ) LEE LUAFEK ) L X A A AR B A SE BRI Al 4 1 W =L (Big lerr,
1995, 1997; Nesdale et al., 2001, 2003, 2005a), W71 € 1 SIDT, BIJLEXS WEHARTEAN 4H 2% ELAMEEIA
.

M, BEEFRIIEK, JLEN - MR WL a4k ? ST 5 SIDT & & B K
FE? LB FE R R I/ VERIE F 2 75 LU LA 58 J0 A 3 L2 1K 28 ) IR ARG R T80 L N
- HMEIR S FE R e S 22 e )

4. JLERA - SIS RFIIRIME R
41. )LER - SN RS RERR

HAHER 2R M NG ORI NG 4, ACE RIS VORI G 2E . DU R, LB AN
WA LEAE SRR o S 2 22 IR G 4 . A AT IZAE R RTINS 48 22 RV 5% 2 BUAE SRR 5 IR 1 4
Z AR A T A HE S IO T ) L2 S 0 52 L AL REAACTID AN R eI . 0 TG 4R U, B IR
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% 5 (Gaunt, Leyens, & Demoulin, 2002).

N S5m0 LB N - AN R o OB — B AR o] DL AR AR O 58 S5 412 B AR TPl 2
DGR BRI — B R FO AR 1 o155 T DS ERAT T b N P 40 BT s AR 7 ) R, AFX AN WL A
CAZEI L IPRGR, %M, BB EME R AT N i FIWT s Ay R g . B HE TR
B, S R L H P BT B O 358 1N B 22 AR T T AR ZUBR ED B (Lount et al., 2010). FARIE 24 181 F- R
AR ) LE XA R AR(HLan, ZIBRED R) ST . MW 5 I IRAT I, AR 4 T 1AM U TE W AR
25N S 2 AR T ZIM BN R (Bodenhausen, 1994; Krauth-Gruber, 2000). BF 78 I\ X Al 5] e 2 ARG
LAY, T RIS 2 R B0 2 (Fredvickson et al., 2005) BT st A4, 158300 fISE IR 2L
3 1) JEE HE FAE Z MR B S\ S0 T MR — B BB 2 Huntsinger 25 (2010)BIF 98 % 30, 17545 280t B 5 i 808 H 30
TEZIMED GBI B o AHXSTEARIE S, RIS Gl 17 AR RN P45 = SCH AT DS I AR 4 X 1 2 A
S, I T AL R A S AR AT BASEELAE R I ZIAR B S0 o

AN, RtE SRR I S U)K E . Masten 25(2010)BF Ft £, (EASLLIR i 2 2 L4
JEANTE TR TR0 LE A, B A TSR0 P BRI R K ) L3 R B0 H T 22 (RS 15 D U (RS 155 D I P 4 L A4
AR R Y BER AR FE IR bR), B SE {1 T R B R R o S S A A RSN g SR 1) R (i 3k
Bt R AEMBEERE . RGBSV b AT 24 2 PR R A N R A R S B 1S R i A
MR TR B SR KN 1 R 1 128 BAE T PT RESE A AL 23 VA FEAMA RIS 1B I T F2 . BRI L
TS AR BRI R AL SV AR R SR I I 2 18] 1) 9K FR 2 AR R K — RHF 5 7 17

4.2. )LERA - MRS RF St

Fho MU AER T L BT 5 AR —MRE AR & R 2R 2 M7 1) SRR B OB R BEBLIR,
1 e # L 2 BT 1) SR AR AT R 7E LB A I R R A . AR %)) LEE XA S S AR PR, (B AR L
HHF DR, AR O — AN B R R . AT, LB BRI A B R A
HA7 e sE (Nesdal et al., 2004) . PAAIFIE 5 R 2 3L [R5 ) LB BE AR OGS BN T A2, B AR A B
A ) LEEAE ORFF SCA N BB T T 5 vt S B A L2 A T DX ) 2 IR HB A A4 ) L 3 SE BRSSPk ik e 2 423
(A BEAE (SIT) N A ARAL 2 AL A4 RGO CE VPARARAT T I N B AR B B I A d ko ST AR — A, TCiR R AESD
SN B34 A2 P B 56 S 2> R I R R I & o (FE ARSI L4510 R 2 5 SIT BIERRiAlE, K
RIS AR 1 53 X5 AN ARG 5 AR S B2 (Jost, 2001). Jost, Pelham F1 Carvallo (2002)1%# f 1AT W97 1 &
R (TR HUAE) 5 0 38 A (B AL 22 A B RS B o 75 SEI6 BT X 3 R TRV BEAA b, A7 18 53 R AT 20
o ML A A4 2 A FAICHB A B AR 7 A S 7t B 5 ) PN Bl e 0 B /D () SRR A 0 o 0 2 s 2 A b 7R
P9 R B i e () N B B R A AR I 5 22 . Nosek 25(2002) A1 Olson %5(2009)iA Ak R 36 [ )L
Pasy N 1l W SR £ N (B Pl VAN O e 5 ST 7 N R £ 7 SO VAt N =2 L 1A O N SR =
TEZIBRENRAFEIC R 2 H O 5 b o FEARM AL R, ZIARED R AL 5 A RS ) SNl 27 AH DR IR (100 75,
BEFS, 2013).

5t EIREE S AR, RS A& FILFES (system justification theory), faifk SJT; Jost et al. (2004) W
FWNMATERZ BRI EIR T, RUMER K BIAMMA B 5 BT ab A, 2D N IAE I AL 2 A 55 5 £
A E G, RIVONCH AR B R AR AN A I i« SIT UMb A7 B A4 ] e 50 S i 5 vt o 1
AT AR 56, TAEBATE SR A BERR R . #2880 SIT, WRIEEREJLE N T LR fAE
(A2 G5 AR A B B X — W, AT R I B L 16 T B o T X PP R 5 & BRI B2
WBE . TERRA . AHAT R L 28 2 T8 SR FRARARA T B B9 VP4 . mT 0L, SIT A DASE B b R
JLE A I i 5 4L AT R 0 &R o AR AL AR i 03 P] e L A s ANFEE N AL, B DAR I SR I A1
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AR A 2 X5 AU ) IR A (Jost & Burgess, 2000)
4.3. )LEA - e mFSERIERR

X T FIE G R A 52 J LB P - AMEEAR W AFIX — ), Nesdale “5(2010)8F 78 T [A) W8 P9 B4R 146 S5 81
B R TS SR LS AN IS B . BFRINEE T 7 SR 9 % P[RS PN BRI ) L 3 MR O 14D ]
TR BFFT 1, TERI— MR MR S 5 2 1T, )L ZE AR ARAT 52 2] 4 B A4 B % R 52 BRFE R
SRR, PHERIJLEMIEEZ N LE SR HEZEER, BEAERNEAE, (HREIAN S5
HHTZES. WHF 2 F, ZRWILEABAARZ 836 50 LE B — S izgy . SR 8R, #EF1IL
A LW 52 00 LEE A XKW AE B, (ERAEARA TR R AR 0 S U AR e 22 5, FR A iy,
A AT R e AP TG 22 57 A, A5 R 00 LEEAH L B2 (1) ) LB R I AN E IR R . 2, 323
A4 I BEAREZAN ) 7 R 9 5 ) LB SHRFRIT AR N B PR RIEI (6 P BRI A PR R 1Y), X R MR AR I AS T 2
AR A, SZRNFEIRE WBHRIE R 7 580 9 % JLEE ST RE 4G P AR FI AR IO S FE R AR 1), XA+
T P BEAR RS BE AR o 11 EL, 7 R0 9 SO TEE R MR T X AR AMEEAR 13 BE LU AEH R 5% 1 TE T AR
FUTa R DR 2R T B R BRGNS AN A R AF RN DG R ? AfridE— DA

IS, ATEARIE 7 g SRR X LB AR RS B T RLN.? Nesdale “5(2010)BF S R B,  #
[ % A BREAACHE e 1) LEE AR V8 A R I HH AR R A B, AT B EE KPR 2 1R s, (E M AT TR B H 4
BRI, ABATH A FE AT ORI EE T B, FITRLEdl B SE N B L A DX RIS Y RF AR 48 R
WA AT L2 E BBRAG, @ (R B SRN I T- 100745, W] DAZE R P Y B e (R8P B4R R i 3
FEEBFA L. Bernsteim 25 (2010)BF T il Ay, ANTX #2246 F#ZBUR M . HERR T B Rt B &
PR BURE AL 22 B R KT B REA J5 4 E R IR iR o 1 OB IR A 4 6 B G N T A 1 265
NTH—BRIEFEE R R BHER) SN - MR =& 2 RIS R, AR 075 M2 AE 1R N B
A R AN 5 T ) L1 2R (W R IK ) B SR AR A 70 5

Ak, Kawabata 11 Crick (2008) & BLES e FR [P IR AT % R EBIT MR AL 2P R A B0 E )
TER, EMEFIERAE. BFFSCRE T B MR A 54L& R R S BOX — B, R WM (i A 22
S/ AR ) H 338k 5% . Rowley A1 Burchinal (2008) & 38 =3 TLAE R AER £ H )L EINE FH 2 N B
PR A2 (B8 2 B AN R I ) 5 8 T i 22 it R 0 B 05 22 P AR ST, ot &7 B A O3 JEE PO 386 5 5
PR 1 ek s> 25 D) TG

4.4. )LERA - SMEREREFSHEIE

JLEE N - SN I 5 4 2o BT 1K) 56 SR 6 0K 22 B8 R LE AR A 2 RS X A Bl 2 P4 5 il 2008 -
Jasinskaja-Lahti (2010)8F 78 K, KA 4 AHHAITE CFRE RS B RIER, JEFRRBEAREE- 23 53k
3= T H A1 D BN BT A R AT AR T AR A AR 2 B 5 5 R IR AR (FE AL 2 o 2 S AT (1 R 2 N
BT 2B 360 N BRI TH AR AS FE B UIAE G o JE S AR AN A P 58 30T B 0T /MR AAR 245 FEE PR 52 10 8 L 3= A4 A
PREE5RE . WFARIERY], X T 2RISR IE R RBARNE AR UL, AR 1) N BRI A PR
M EGE AT RS BRI R R DB o TEIELeIE LT, AR 0 N B # L 2 R T R
EE R PR BE DR AZ AL T SN B A4 25 FE PR B B (Bindler et al., 2009). T IE ERBHAMI T DR, B
R AR Ak 2 R A S A ATT XS Y AR AR PR A AT 22 50 U7 RIS 3 55 9 F EE )/ H (Tausch et al., 2009). Nesdale,
Maass, Durkin flI Griffiths (2005a)B E K B, 4 NEAARITE NG AEHE R IS OL R, 7~9 & JLEXTHMEF
EFFA TN, 488, RGP IR AT e 2 IR L XS AMEHA B4 5 o R, AREEAR
Ui FT e 0 AN B (R AR T o
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Chen =5 (2002) 8 FURBA 1 AEAT AR 261 T SRARDLSE I (B 1 1 SO &) 5 W RF AR W 4 A7 AEAR G . 2
WHRHARRILLL MRS A, AR 5 W R AT IEAR G . W2, A REA A SR R BILAT 4 B
IR, AR 5 R 4 2 T AR DR AN .35

45. JLER - M RFSHEER

CE W FLR, BEAE S RPT RN BRSSO B BER AT A (B 7 1 A R P T e
SRS BIIXT LN - SN i AAAE SRR FE 520 . Nesdale “5(2010) & 1 BHA(E B X 6. 8. 10
B )LEN - ARSI RN . S5 RR, JLES W EERIPE LA S AR . LB I E PR
PRI A2 A5 BT R R P RE e, AEAE VY SR 52 2045 Bl R YRR . . NIRRT e 22 5
FEP B HECA (5 A H B TE(E B AR OR, £ ABHA TGS B R FE AN (5 S 0] R I /N

BRI BE B SR T Reth 2 5oma JLZE FIBHAS B . i 25 0t 90 s BE AR €052 BBk o] LA
o PR BEAAR ] 5 M O PN AR T FL Bl AR TR FL I 0 B 22) » Wilson Al Hugenberg (2010)iF 0 2 1 BEAKR
57 B U 75 M T FLIN AN, I S5 [ ) L2 )RR 6852 21 jgl i 5 SR P e T FLA 0 B8 0 R 1 55
IF) 25 R A KR R AL 2 DR R T — B8, AR 6052 2 B 1 i i 3 I HH s Y I BRI R PR . 4R, 9%
1) 20 ) L8 (A5 52 21 W ) 7 T FLC 12 ) T 2 3 H A [0 1 mT W0 % 380 () AN AR R R 2R Mailler (2010)
TR, K FERAE S I SRR O BRI T B AR B R AR Rt T ee e . Bk AH SR
RGN T AN R . R LEEIFRASRE M EAN S ERE AR, HRZEH AL H br
B I PR S T v, SOSIINT SER s SRTTE T S [RIRE A5 00 1 N 55 1 b By B Y B 3 AR O BEAIS,
S48 . Schaller A1l Park (2003)3 B, MG (—FhIgINfE R IS 5 R R) 8 T BM L — AN BA Bl
PERI AN P (IR 22 BN T AR I ZIAR ED 52

UEAh, BERRCIAT R E ZR PE B M) AT B P S A B 5 LB N - AN R U B % AH DG . Otten
HII Moskowitz (2000)IAAAH EEAT N B MR R A 5, BAT AR RO IRET, LB TRt — AW
TREAAC B SR Ai H FR) B AR IR 7R AR o AT N SRR U 9 — 28 o BIF SR 48 IR SCRFARA ) N AR ZI AR B G )
AE, HRARER Yoo A S A CE W IR AP ZIMR BN B . Lewis A1 Sherman (2003)8F 7t &, —/1NA
THEAA R R 1) R TBC AT 56 905 0 Rt 2 i 81 %o AN BEAR IR PEAR - AT S 1) 5 1 A B AR SR IR IR AR A 2
I o F 7235 B ) BE AR R A TE B AR M T BE NI BT N A4 22 2R, 24 B AR M 7T B S U B,
JLEEE A 2 o T AN K R LT -

5. ARRE
5.1. ARAZEEFEREERETEMEIH

IAT 2 P4 BB 55 I — AU 7 v (ER Bl B i 7S 3 3R AR HE TR IAT ABE S R AR
A FRAER) AT 552 24N NG B WIR0,  HRIr st 7 A NZS BEAH SR AR AR N2 BEAH G
BAR, BN NS M SRR DETETie e, (EAE TAEMARE Y. flin, JLEA E R E 5%
PebehE, H2 |AT PRI FE AN R LB R 5 = 0CE R (Karpinski & Hilton, 2001), 1X 2 B9 35E R A 24
SO RE AT, AR RE U T b 3 & AR S o X R AEAN NS B AT DATE AL 2 B Jn 3 1) Sk fii o
L, BRI TE A TR B S . Olson 25 (2000)0F 7 KB, KM AR JLEALE IAT W% F A
R B IR AT, EAES AL IAT (personalized IAT)H &R R Y WA IR EF o« ABATA D AL IAT (B
Fi— R VML) LA bRifE IAT B2 B HEA NS BRI, BT DA SE REAER S MR I BE RS . ArdfE
IAT 251 Olson “5(2009) A A ANE I T HEAS BEENE 2 AL IAT 25 HFRIE IAT B8 S
HLEMASE S WV ? B riX 7 m e sk dkE 2>, 4 5 7 ZKE WSS 737 5000 .
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BN - SN A 0F 705 2 LU AR — . BRIH, AT A R B EE M 5055 IAT . AL T 0,
FE ) LB TR i 15 A5 7 A7 AE ™ SR S BEVF RN T AT SRR S B (Y AT SE 1 2 31— ey
FNFGE . SRR L PR 0 ZRR — ROV M H S % i FB, PO R TR,
PMESE N SE . ARG LB R ML . thsh, BF R LRI BT R SR R, RIE
ANBIA T SRS JLEAEN - SN Z TR e 3, AfATT Sk b A R RE A ML B
17 HATEEEA T, il JLERHMAR AR A OB St o D B2 R T FU IR, A e EE A
MthER S, AR, H B, RS =B ERA . BRI RS R 7.

5.2. MIRABESNANMBEMAL

PAERIBT L 2 10000 T JLERIRHAS L SN - AN R AMERFIEAS B Z IR I R, 1 2 [ Mk
FOEH AR, VER) . FEe S R AR IR X 0 A - AMEEA, 10 B ORI ST 8 AR TRk A
MO MR ZE A R R I BERI R X 0 A - AR, X PR R A ) 70 2 MR E IS Ao 56 25 5 4 ) L 26 B g A
P2t T RER ST E 75 e T8 S SN BRI T T VA G I S A e TR T IR EE SCALIT T i
ERETTIR? B IRIE R T JLEREA i 4 FORT UL B Z MIP0IR,  _Fod il UK O BE 2 BHT AR AT 124 5%
Z 2T BAEMMRRE . T35k, S RABRHES J5 RIMEE R LR T2 MR R, A - SRR I A 7
AL SR T2 . N SE B FO0 ) LE A R i 2 dn ff e 2 H AT RO FE 2220 ) Lo
RIS, BRI —DERa R, XRS5 TR K A AU S5 R, P AR — 2 i 2 LE (1)
W - SN I AT A . BLan, AT AR AT ST LEE R A - ANEEAR S RE T R NBRASAESE
B TEAFAE RO R > FFIB A AR RS A (i S 1) 2 LM DR B BEAT IR AR, G R R 2202 U TR A4
Tt A AR T HABR 875 . Corenblum “5(2006) 43X J5 T 11 221k, BB 7T 1) LE i FLIR AT R4
it 45 SRS FL RN 14 25 248 P T 7 S 1) B TUIAH — B8, W0 LB AN DAL TR PR A4 s o T L EER
T A EEAA RS BT L SE DR, AT TAE R S8 T 205 A T AL A FE At AR A B R T L PR B
PR, L, AT AT AR AT R 5 T LI £ 45 P AN R

5.3. LERERFHIN AMRAKIIHE

JLEE N - SRR G S 0F O AN SO 5 JLE R B DR RA TR 3 7 4 LE N - SN
i X5k A JE R A 2 VR AT AT SEFUR IR 2 I, PR IR AR L (R LI . A 97 JLEL,
PR JLEE e JLESE) L BSOS 5= TR A ISl LI . B <7 LR SE 59 S5 R ) LIE K IYIF AE IO SN A
fiF* FAATE B A5 TERE . 4. ANBRoR R, ZAb A5 T R e e 5 A T AE RTE B 2 kA
ATz 51 FATI? KRB CLRY], HXREmUBARERLERB, KA IRIAK R JLE
ST AT O I A v A A TR AT B R A A SR [, IR ) SRR BOR A2 21 55 M) L A JRR 45 SR )
— oA & (Brody et al., 2002). R LI AT A A R 225 BERAMIATT PR 20 B A 22 e e F) 22 Ji PR (Han
2008). XFEERK, HJE T LAAE G ) LR REAA 7 A0 R FRE i 07 A (R PR B A e, B ST AR A i 4 PO
FOBCR LA B (e 3L R 40 ) L2 K 55 30 1A ) L 3 i B R e (R ORI
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