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Abstract

The cultural priming paradigm is an important experimental paradigm for studying cultural dif-
ferences. This paper first introduces the several methods commonly used in the cultural priming
paradigm. Secondly, it explains the mechanism of the cultural priming paradigm from the pers-
pective of dynamic cultural constructivist theory, cultural accommodation hypothesis and cul-
ture-gene coevolution theory, and briefly summarizes the current cultural priming in the aspects
of cognition style, self-construction, self-reference effect, attribution style and so on. Finally, this
paper also puts forward the problems of cultural priming paradigm (such as further clarification
of the theoretical construction, the existence of neural mechanism or not, the problem of repeata-
bility verification, the limitations of research objects). Future research should focus on solving
these problems.
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1. 5|18

H b ited 80 FAX“ 5 Bl(priming) " AR B B 4k 2 0o 3 22 43k DA K (Higgins, Rholes, & Jones,
1977), ZUA K3 380N B AU RR L ™, TS SO B G MR ER RIE iy e 31 1 5 K
FIa R, BIanxt47 8(Gino & Mogilner, 2014) ZIHLATH Fr 52 (Varnum, Shi, Chen, Qiu, & Han, 2014),
St EE, BEAE ARl Al AR R — RS R, iSO E R IR G SR, ORI
AT TR AR, R SCAR OB (Cole, 1996). AT, FEEZIR)RE, SCIGOFESEIG 4B TR
P S5 A T 0 BT 00 AT AR I SE IR BT, AU PR UEHIF 7 45 5 58 L U Al 77 DA R B v 1 AT B ST G UE 1
Wit —3k, SO R 3 VRN — Rt 7SO 22 R ) se g va N i A .

AL JE 3§ X (Cultural Priming Paradigm) /2 £8 7E4Rr € 1 35, 158 H -5 S0 N IRAH 56 BRI AR 9 8 2))
PP, XA R B 2 MR BE S AT S5 7 A e, AR AR AR S B B AR SRR AN, T 5 BT A
JBi(Hong et al., 2000)o HH T X FhSLIRTE A R VFRM AL, B3R 4E 7 DAsie Ty ikka s e — i, £
T S FLAh 5 4 W A (P AT BE P (Aydinli & Bender, 2015). H T, AT U S S 7S A P K 32 ZERHE
—RSEIN R Z e, B TR SO s N BRI AE, R TR DL RORE A AT AT R
KR Z (Trafimow et al., 1991; Gardner, Gabriel, & Lee, 1999; Hongetal., 2000; -L+=%, 2017);
TRIRFMWEENE S Z REBRE O E IR MR INZ R, WAL G AR 7 T 25 ST iR e 1)
ABr&1E(Wong & Hong, 2005). BIi& (4%, #o0RE, & JAMM, 2011). AF(Wuetal, 2015), #t&
BEVPE(E TR, 2015)y FITERESEGR/NW, 201727 HIEEE, WAL A S I0HT s .

SR, DMER T UGB BN SR AR R A A G 0T B BAR SRR 78, B = % SO B 33X — A 5
BuE RGO LRE . BRIk, ASCHE SEME OB ShTa U E B T B AR LS A 32 S
FIR; R, WMEIRGS B STE R, R 3R ZIE SRR K FE 77 14

2. YHEDHERANWEESZ

WA B SR B EE R, SOk 8 3h7E KRBT 4 A AL RIS (icons) 8 SR SCF A4 kLS shik e 5.
THRIFE R 2 AT TR R SEOE O SR B AN R SCAL 4 B (andhoar H B e HAK B B R R R AT R e, A
PRAL TFARRA R SCALLE B 153 2 p, WTIE 3 )8 s 0 B 1 .
2.1. XHBBEE

PSR, RIFR 2 by SeyiiE FoRM MRG0 25+ 58 Wl SUhs &, ZHTHA. 2
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TERER SRR AR B RIS, 2011). BF SO RS E UL A (0 20 E 0 e s,
WA A FFRIE R B 7 R 8% ST R Blid— Al 45 Bt A A R SO P s B
FE TV M A A BRSBTS 5 L 2 R BT R B A LT At SO J5 3 05 %
AL AR ZIUEANE A 5 TR, P LLZ 5 R SO R s vE At 7T P R R O i

2.2. XFHRBENE

B 44 B8, AT SO RS R 3l 205952 BLRAT — € ST IR I SO MR E DD R 3R, 2R
WM TR ST, BSAHM SO MR JE, WSS MR . EEAE EAGAE S,
B SR R R AN 5 R Sk =R, A PR A 3 R T AR PG 7 SO 2 S v BB AR T SORIS A L
JABN, Ja U 3 EE X0 SO SR

2.2.1. BRIAESZE

X FP 77 B A & A1(Gardner, Gabriel, & Lee, 1999; Stapel & Koomen, 2001)7E Brewer & Gardner
(1996) Fr B 3L 1) NFRARIRDS Bk I RR At bR RISk, B4 T4 BN ST IR 3 1 U 48 BB, Oy oK B
FEFTHESS o X P el il o O RIS B 4L, S AT — R RIS, Wi SRAE 3 T iR AT L) ) S0 o
BURPOR PEOX R RS0, HAT AR S E R TR AR . BN SR AR, ESCE AR
HIAAE . a5 A LFE AR AN “B(Ume)” s BAME H B ZA AR 2 “FAT(welus)” 5
FEHI AT AR “E(it)” o Brewer YONIZBLAH RO0HOE 7 MER B R B AR, BLAHRLE
ST S AR SO P SRON

2.2.2. FiEEEE

fT B, IX P77 VR Lk e B o I 2 05 s BEXT R AR N A AT ARG R SRR R 55
B2 i A 8. % R T Trafimow 25 A (1991) 4w A< T —47 4 MY Sostoras Y 5 £ H#E%$ Tiglath
FEFE BN G R R ) g, IR AR N R S BE e XA B A s, 55— i A 2 = AR R
SR A A GRS AR B AR SO A S RIS SO N2 ANIRNR) S B A FH AN TR R 2
FLAF IS AR VRS Tiglath, A AT DURTHEEN ORI A, HRELEZR R E B H O KR
G TS ZH ) B R PRI R HEZ Tiglath v LAEE E2F H O, JfH Tiglath 4 A\ 23 PRI EG
Ao, BT ESBFIHIERRS. 5K, Lee, Aaker, & Gardner (2000)/IRF 7Lt K T 28U itk
R P D5 52 WA SR 3R AT T B ORI AR = LI 9T

22.3. BER®ZE

53 H & SR BRI E S Wl E Ny —Fh S sl A 25 SRR . XA E 3 7 U R R
EAEA RS B SO, B T ERRIFAER . 185 8 shia =0l F R PANE 5 A R R BT
%, EHUHICE FIXOEE FEARFATH . XMat, ANEE S AR IR 78 1) o0k . ARl A 1)
B 5 %05 5 ARG B SO RE S — B, TR & S RO AR E & R IA .

1, Ross, Xun, & Wilson (2002)7EXF HOMAGEE PIBF 74, B SO SCOARRIE 5 218, A
AR W) F I RAT T REE S B TRRE, I 73 40 7 N = KR e A OB S B I L N R
DT EZ O A AR, IESREIE T RENSIR. FFE, J5RAE¥E UEBT SURERSA R
PR, BRI I S 8 2 LA DOE JE i B ARV A B R B RG aE,  SE ] T
R TE SRR B O, T R0 TUE A Rk fth A (Lee, Oyserman, & Bond, 2010). fift i—/ M
TR DA [F) 15 5 MRS B R0E # R FL R I, B3 10 S B Bl 2 R AR T AR 4K (Chiou & Mercado,
2016). EIFAITRALZK(2014)K F IR B2 AR5 %2 J8 2h 18 5 X XUE # 5 — BUE I W 52 . SEEG T Se X
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AT DOE R BT R A 3, RS 2 =M 58, bl A s S8 5 R s iR
B8 SUREDL A E S WD -S0EE M3 SN, EDORMER ST, $asu i StIX L
AR, JEALEBIAOR, FESCEEIRREN T, ol ST a0, PRk i5%7E

2.2.4. #IRBENE

FiR 3 AL bR bR R S ARNE I — R AL, ARSI M — e i R, SRR IR
FRE — R, ARSI BT E RS PR R ., 762%5 52 | FRA & I S0 2 5 I AL (Stapel
& Koomen 2001), FRMSZ ARAMPIRE — MR T HOWKE, BN TELIERE [, me, myself,
mine I, B HRAPRN RS — DR T RO, ZRIZH we, our, ourselves, ours S84
Pt 2L 55 PR ST G T I 5K I 28 5 DR O S5 0 A4 11 1 B A 2 AN ) B Tl ) 2 RIS o, )
water, trade, economy %51, ~CHE(2004)FEER FLAN[F SCAK S Bhat B 32 HEASUN IR 520 I o 3R LR S 3l
TiFAT WO G R, 1 IR B Bl e B AR B i 1 T i

22.5. ERREEE

Trafimow %5 N(1997)& 11 T Z R H 3%, MAITESLR B R M B R AANREE A S
FNFA R BRI ZER, i EEsR EAR M B R T RS OS5 FKAMA A Z R 4L, i
FEREEEEAE 5% o Urich Kithnen 2 [\ 5200 1) FEARATT BB Fe AR 1 22 57 8 sh 5 o ARAT TR I AR P
B RS 1P AR AT B B OS5 R AW AR 7 2 5, R E ] TRk M r ke, T
T B R SR 2L 11 A 3 ) 2 B S ) T A X R

3. X B EIFERAER IR KR
3.1. A EHIEIL(Dynamic Constructivist Theory)

P A O BRAF A — BLAEE A A IR B e 4, — MR U FR S ERIR, B Markus 1 Kitayama (1991)

AR 0T SO A 22 S BEAR R R 158 (2009) (1) SCAK TEZS 70 A7 B Dy 1 BLARER o B3 DA ST RTEAE Dy At — e
W, RAMARYE,. EEAARIR EL N HEN . — BRI T EER O, X RSO AN A

VRN RS E AR 5 E WA SCAE S AR TP 2 IEAS /A (1), R AR AE S —Mhsc Ak A 3
Mo H—MEXHIEEEEIR, HUOSCHHESR A (cultural frame switching, #FK CFS)FI ST
55\ F1EE 18 (culture-as-situated cognition theory, #FK CSC)YNE TR F U, —F 1 E X HIE T/l & 8
YRR ST B R AR 2 I, SCHOHESE 2 8] () 64 5 3 5036 BT SUAR B B BN s, DL
HAH

3.1.1. STHAELRFHIER) (Cultural Frame Switching)

SCAHEBL AR Y (Hong et al., 2000, Hong & Mallorie 2004, Hong 2009)iAN, XA 2 — A& AR
R RE, TR — DS @M. MRS R DU 2 MO R 2 0 2%, 33X S8 S0 R 2 I 2 T 1
BRARR, WIEHRREEARR SRR Z AT SAHERE ) 4. & i, SCHAN & DA — Pl i)
A 1) SIS Tt 5 SR 00 55 e s i A AT TR Lo B, T A2 DA EH B I 5 R e M P R R 5 A SR B2 i) N AT s
SCABE AT FR R BT, 5 R IR e SN & [FI R B, T R E B T U5 R AR E I
A (Hong, Zhan, Morris, & Benet-Martinez, 2016). #% A3 shFISCAb AT B AL, Kua s SCib st +
FRIEHAL, AR K. ZHEIR S S 1B A T A SRR SN A S AR s, &S s a3 BT
2 N FH H) B EH R F Al (Cheng, Lee, & Benet-Martinez, 2006; Friedman et al., 2012; Grossmann et al., 2012).

3.1.2. T IEERIA 3R i (Culture-as-Situated Cognition Theory)
Oyserman %5 A (201 1) IE 242 H OB SEIA RN SRR UL R B R . X —FRR A, SCH&—#
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ZHFERMA R R —ER, B DM HESTHBROSREAENER, ESHELR . Bk kE
fIE R (Oyserman, 2017). FH, fBATTHZE &1 (syndrome) K438 ST, SCAL SR A AE & AH B IS BE AR AE 1)
W2, A EOE TEER R —ANRHIE BRI AT AR R AR AE AR IR AZ I R, B AT AN [ AR T A A
FIT AL ) 23 45 A R 24 1A 5 (5558 (Oyserman & Sorensen, 2009). iXFE—3k, HFRHELRIIER, A1
Al USRS IR 2 Mo O R AE, AT E R & BB XM E £ 4k (Kithnen & Oyserman, 2002; Oy-
serman, 2016). SRTT, SCAJE B4R R DASEILGT B — B2 SCAAMA I SOOI B R G 38s, 3T AR .
A B BEEAT NI B . AHEE T SO REZR L R Y, X — BRIR SER b AE LAl B — 2D e i,
ST KB —ME B S, FHAZ A X (Oyserman & Lee, 2008; Wang et al., 2013; Xi et al., 2016).

3.2. XALIER iR (Cultural Accommodation Hypothesis)

Berry (2003) R G HE H SCA0IE B XU ZE BEAS AL, I Rl 48 B 2 ) SRR G S0 Ak 5 B B A e 1 DA
T R FADSCATEARAS TR ) 1, 5 FLAd A ik 5 A4 B FARS I, BRXS AR G SCA A R A 2 88
Wils 5 HAD SO AT AT R 1A% O B AR TE T304k i3 30 1 3o R gl 2 SCAL T e 8 R LA T
— MO EE, AS I SZ SO RIS A A AN R G R B 5 NI RSO 2 e FEX P SO I B,
AR B 52 ) H B 5 HADSCAERAARST I B A P R o 0 SR 5 0 — SO TREAAR S IAE V46 1 1 L
B, LA 2 R P SCAGEEAAR (14 125 BT R SR AT SR, AT SE IS B AR S i IR
WA 53X — SO AT T A ) M L 55, T8 A AR AR BT RE AR X Rl SR 1 28 5475
MR K #H AT R B (Wong & Hong, 2005; Marsh, Pezdek, & Ozery, 2016; XIEZF, 2008).

3.3. {-EEHhE#4L i (Culture-gene Coevolutionary Theory)

SCAL-FE K B [ 3L 18 (culture-gene coevolutionary theory) A A, AR KL BVE S /& k. 1HifE
W ST s R A I 25 R, iZ BRI B AR XU 15t 77 PR (dual inheritance theory) (Chiao, 2011; Chiao &
Blizinsky, 2010). 3X— 18 J7 EITEM 2035 2 A THO0 2 T 48 7% SCAG RN I8 DR 72 R dE A R PR, AT a2E
— R S SR SIS P AR R, A SR T .

AR 3 2 8] ) G Z A DRI AS [F (1 A%, Herb 38 DU R AR SR 1 S B shia R siE 7t - an 8 1(d)
Fro, R SRRSO R 5T (R IHE % 0 S iG BN sem . a2 tid, 21555 K I SO B B[R]
KGR MEEN I, AT AP AR B m, X — AR 7 SR 3l SO A AT A
FEPRFh A 2 18] R i R R (045 2012).

T
}——»w&ﬁ@ B
s |

a SUHFRR —> MWAES) bR —> WAES)

R A FER KA
¢ SRR W) 0 R
\
> N\
FER KA FHERE —> MAED)

PRIRYR: Chiao (2011).

Figure 1. Variables schematic diagram of culture-gene pathway

I XH-EERENTEREE
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4. XHBEETERBIEXHR

SRR B2 B T SO ZE R TR A AN TT I, AT T RPN TT T, AR TA
i B, BRSO L EIAR Jr 07 A LR ELRE

4.1. NHAFR

WA ZOp =2 38 N O 52 48 F 45 B 00 07 sSROZHIE, 2004) . 7SR EE F, a7 N EZR I
TE/MA T SCFIEEAR F SCIX PN J5 TH (Hamamura, 2012; Power, Schoenherr, & Samson, 2010). & B IEH,
AR E AN FIAIEER 5 A B RIES 4 B T e A2 A R AIAL B (Trafimow, Triandis, & Goto, 1991). A
PT84k 3 SO MBI R IR AT S, ok B TN 3 SO 06 56 T4 32 S B A s &
2. [FFE, ARRAER 3 SCRISEAR 3 SO JE 3t 20U AN IR BN 72 AL 52 e (B 0K %2, 2012).

— NG TR Chiu 55 A (2009)K FI XA O 22 70 S04 AZ FiloRIAIE 8 1R 3o 2 e MR (R 0 0T g
FEAE RN T AHOGHE TS . (BRI, BIAE W E T — MO S R R R R 5 — — B RR T4
Pl S I B 0 AT o [ SO S I B R R A S I SO A S R ) B (2 255 AR DT, B 45 K I
VRS 1 PN SCAL & 1 10 T v (R 535 AR 1) 22 24 55 IR B2 5 i F) . SRR 4 i il SR kA ik
— RN FE SR, — PR SRR, L 5 R AR I B AT R . SRR,
2 R ILEN RS AN R S B R, B R A S B A S S — B iR 7 . BB
PSP B2 SR ShUApL EIE 7 R 2 o7 o= 0] M 7 2 N T 1 S PN TS Pl T T DS 2 G P L S S I S = 9
SEpNRUR, SR S R SO R G R AR SR AR G R R AT R AT .

FENEN 7 B R R D7, 2 EA NGB e, 7 —RAU . B, B3R SEm
HIRIAE. OB MY IS BRI A B %4 T, ok EE OS5 X AMAAK
ANFEZ AAFEAZ Ab, ARG 56 BFT (R TR ER)TESS . R KM, 5 ERAEZNAAMLIL, M7 E304H
(R BB ST T, R I T AR A A 2R SR, T B A RS Bl ZH 2 I L BT ) T A = S
(Kiihnen, Hannover, & Schubert, 2001). Kiihnen & Oyserman (2002)7E At Al T4 53 — DR 58 A 48 A BRI AT 55
X AREAT MO H R B BRI S B, ORI TR A R SR, FREAEX 5 TH AT 7R A AR
2, 1R ME(2016) 78R FH Bl AR A SO R 65 i 77 =X S ) B 3R &I, R R I B Fet & 5 DA 5 XUk
FEAEFEFPIR R o

4.2. BB

Markus 1 Kitayama (1991 K/MAM B 5\ 56 R IR 2 LA RIINANLE 1, Rz HERM&
(self-construal). T H A& MHF L — A T 55 SCUHBEARTE A RS B ES . S0k a sh i
ET, ESRRFAT, X2 0GR R AME R B A S R30S MEHEAT RS 4B . S AN IR (LA
[« LLHE & ML, 2017). Gardner, Gabriel 1 Lee (1999)f8 FH 3 i A0 BB AT 550 82 7 35 [E A0
B R AAEMST R B A & 5 T OB SO SO ZE 57 SRR, TR Bk 1) 2 B L
BIFAEA, 28BS REAR, AR A2 R B 2 5125 5 24150 B 3R A — B 7 AT,
R IRA] e T 235 A THE B SO R B30 2 H A SR UK 22 AR A A R B A T IR s i i 35 i B 7 L
L5 SIS SR IR S 5 o i <o 000 e 0 O = A St 7 1 D VAR G = 5 3 g = ) T ) [T O 7 7
HARARMWEES T BRI T, SCRET U AER R AN (L %, 2017).

5T, %S BB SR B RS M, R B R S A R R SO B R
B R & Q10 BT S B e B 5 T RFAE N B RS, BRI, A FE
(ST Ak 5 B2 A 22 5 R Ak o AR AH ¥ 1 3R A S Re AU SR o i AU (201 DS I FR BlE 42 T 4 ARK
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FAEAFSCACTEE T B TSI &L RIPARI B A S EAF SR 32 AF R B A R AR
m AEREEARAE IR S R S A b, ARORE AR & T AL & AR N (2013) R AT
FEX SN R E ARSI TE F T B RS R TR HEAT 7T, WU IRAE 95 50 K - fe il s
B 1A BA SRR R /NCEEN R aA kL. G5 SRR, 5RO A I B A S 1) T A S Y
HEME, ARSI s T H B TS BoR AR R S8 . 5 N T SO R sh A,
SRR AR A B SR T SURBI RN R SIRCR VWS . I e] 0L, JEiR 2t i SO
ARSI SRR A 2 B — SRR BT & 5 AS RSO R B2 AF O NAH) B B 77 T — 5 52 .

43. BRERBYN

Rogers, Kuiper, & Kirker (197744455 T- B JAH AR [RMZ BRGH o BB SR O 1 3R S IR A8
(self-reference effect, f&if% SRE). AKX GGG B RS AN R IT BT ER . #EH(2001)
R SCAG R Shia 26 S0 5 B RS IRENHEAT 70T 5T, Sge 4 1) i 2 300 36 [ SO ik ) BT B
BN E A, I N DL A SRR U B I R I AS B SR A . A2 BE S R SEERAT 55
W2 2 ) SRE BT FTIE A5, BIONRE ST i 2B AT I, 58 AR MR S5 IR R/K 0. 45 R4 &
J AL R B R I T SCAHE 2R B I e A A | RS TR AL, S35 1 Markus 875 N LAk B JA R
R, RS 3 1 SR ST . S(2004) VRS IX — R, X 2 RS 8 3 751 N AN R SCARE S
MR ARS MR 22 AT 1T E% . SRR, T SCR B T B0 B S IR B 21
EERER Z IR TR A B PN, B2 Rm W E 2, Wik 7 BRSBTS AE
AR R AR AT LI, RIAEVE 7 AL JE B 26 A T B0 B RS IR 2501 1 S BN B R /D T AR 2
.

WA AR G IR I HE— 09K, W BTG H AR 1m) 1 0O AR B B 32 BN AR 5T
CA HIR TR JT ST AE A RS AN IR TR BT, AR5 AR B 3-BERAE VMPFC L IRE0E G 2. % %2
S, M NWAEE B 2 (s & 3K 77, 2001). Ng 25 A (2010)f—5 fMRI W7t H, EXHERFERE A
BEAT VT A B SO R B e, EERILHEIT SRE ARG5S HIMT . 45 AU ) 7 LMEMATE, JfF Hit—2
RO, WTTARBNTE, BR-BER. BIR-JORAMAAE VMPEC b 30E 22 7 e 2 58, 10 o [ S0 A 5 5)
FNoHMEEZEZER . BN SR« L 772016)M BAEA DA 545 R IEANMA I 70T 5,
53 AR IIAF S S NI H RS AN, K LLE 5 R ShEeE 4EE R MR R S i, B3R
ZIIN LR AR B 00T HAh A F s BArb SO R A 508 S0 sl i) N S i, B3R
Z I L AR S BN TR B T A A (H 2 208 F AR TS 5 S04 R Sh sl i X0 £
Br——E R BN 4E SRR, BEEZ BN L2001 FoAtn L2541, $alAr e BER Z JEAN,
1M EH RS MRS HI, P RE A R DR A e e DU B SR BN, B2 3 T B NI e 1, AN
TEZ R W — AN SCRE SR 26 Bix (Hogg, 2007, 2009).

4.4. FEAR

OHEE BRGNS E CAT A ER R R (E A & SaEE, 1998). CAWFRE
B, SCAREZmNME AR 5 2 (Miller, 1984; Weisz et al., 1984; Susan et al., 1986; Cousins, 1989). F-H#IKH
b Ja B3 St 7R A R 7 2 BRT B 5 [ 2 R PR DL B XA A A B R BT . W1 Hong
£ N(2000) LA 36 [ 5 AR A s R 22 AR AR XA I, B NL A L B =M B 3056 T SRR E X
EAHEREHE P ESCRBIERE A, MEFE X EShH RIS FHRE RN E R, EHAEIRAR
BRI REE o B3R 25 Sl B SOOI R S, R =00 A B
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HATIHA . AR, SrhveEshdmtt, SbEshAHmaFEEA B3 2R, Sk 3 8 s mm ok
AR, AMEE SO ShAGH T WNIEE . 5 Hong %8 A (2000)HF 5T A FIf4&, Haritatos & Benet-Martinez
(2002)i LR EEN, EMFALEZIZ G, B R IR SRR sh A B, B E 2N A2
— okt 5 S T — B AR K A TR, BRI AT 55 S R D9 A i T PR I 2% #0155 5 T K — T £ 0 O
Wito AR, WA EE G RIFE FE A AT TR 3 —BUEIAR, MO S A F AR LR AR
PR BEAT T EAA—BHEHE .

MTAER, N SCAR IR 378 205 G AR R 22k 3 R 7 0O BAR B 2 A TR 5% o e U201 1) AR —
S SN BIBUR R AR RO, S B B S E S AT T B S JE s SR S8 Rl sk U TR
Fo GIRKIM, RECAESHAK BTG, SMEVERRAS, T ESU R shA IR AR . #1777 (2017)
IFEAS S HOT R Al 2 b, AU K2 AR AR, B8 1 UG AS R SO R 3 R AMA R 22k IH R
HRZER, THER T OB DL F TR . 45 R I0UE T M rEss, Bl ST A R shtE =,
1 SCAGE 2 B A A e T 5 R S S —BUNAT . BRI AR J7 SO RS n s DO%R AL
B RS ST, m SR J AR 5 T8 5 R shil st — BT, R 2l I K7 20 M
PEREIN . X PRI FU35 SCRE T SCAHE SR i 4 34

5. IS RE

SCAk R B A ST 22 06 S0t 3 ORI SCAG I BUE S A EARSR L T — AN AEE A AR AT AR E
(Aydinli & Bender, 2015). X T 3008 Z0a R0 B FHAFTE, MM RE, OO ERARES Fhk 2 7],
X T SCHHEAR Z B B SO ZE S BB RO A R, R A SCAb Ja 39 kAT A DGR 7
xof T ERAAE 2 A AT LA A R 3 AR AR VS 0 SO IE R R, xS AR R B TR IR T
B DB R S DURRF R T SCHAS A A B EEMEH (R & B, 2005).

H T8 2 303 shia T UE B 85 S0 OB T, —HRERIS R, nTUE e, %
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