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Abstract

Autism spectrum disorder (ASD) is a neurodevelopmental disorder mainly by difficulties in social
interaction and communication. Studies have suggested mixed patterns of intrahemispheric
long-range and short-range functional connectivity. Anomalies in EEG coherence and power have
been associated with deficits in executive function and mental activity. The current study aimed to
access the patterns of spectral EEG power and intrahemispheric long-distance and local coherence
in ASD. The present study examined neuronal activation and functional connectivity with EEG, in
21 ASD and 17 typical developing (TD) children ages 6 - 13, during an eyes-closed resting state.
Differences in cerebral functioning were examined using measurements of absolute and relative
power and intrahemispheric long-range and short-range coherence. Children with ASD demon-
strated reduced absolute and relative alpha power and reduced absolute theta power. ASD child-
ren also displayed greater relative power in delta and gamma bands compared with the controls,
which supports the previous U-shaped pattern of spectral power in ASD. In addition, the patterns
of intrahemispheric long-range under connectivity in alpha band and local over connectivity in
alpha and gamma bands were revealed in the current study. Thus, the results suggest that children
with ASD exhibit atypical patterns of brain activity and functional connectivity compared to TD
children.
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HE

H FRE#E 2 %55 (Autism Spectrum Disorder, ASD) B —MUIGBRIKHE R B RS, EERILRRREER,
(ER R . A KT R 5T R, ASDEE B FBRIE) K B B S R K, (HEBRN KR
BEBENEEREEEEANFEERRSF . FEAFARANEIBRRR. FUABEERRBEER, &®
FASDJLE RFIRN KEE SR EE R ERER ER. XHARE T 218ASDR174 EF JLEK) F
R & EORAS T B0 B 3R , 45 SR B 7R, ASD )L E Alphasfi B 4450 Th R ATAI N T2 IR 55 , MiDeltaflGamma
B IAEXT ThER IG5, SIARPUBI M EREH . b, RPFFRINASD)LE Alphatii B {FFR N KFE &
%MK, AlphaflGammaffi B A EREEEE, EMHEMBRKESEEYR, SHREEEERR
TR, ZERIERASDLEFERFEHMHEBH A KERER, AEM T EASDER AN TR
B4t — e ZEat.
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1. 518

H PIAE S R FE G (Autism Spectrum Disorder, ASD)& — & K G 5hG, DAL MAZRER . Bk
[ M85 ZIHRAT AN 32 ERFE(American Psychiatric Association, 2013), IXEEREIRTELN)IL =% Z Wit &%
IR, FEEEREAS FRR R B 5B T RhS , PLreil & 15 5 B | 15 5 RA 55 7 HAFAE 1) R Chf 198
2014),

SRIMIBR ), BIHATALE, REE — MR —ERIESE AT DUE EH i RE ASD REIRF I PA K
ASD FEfS R . PAAETE A 32 B R 59 gt — $ P i8 (Weak Central Coherence, WCC) Al %01 4 1 5% ¥ 18
(Enhanced Perceptual Functioning, EPF)Kf#RE ASD HIEIRF I . M35 4 H: [15 (distributed disorder) W &
MR, 20 70 TE U AR I 28 S i 86 4k 22 R ) 22 L 7 FE 6P ASD @47 098 . KERFFE KB, ASD
KINFEDhRE 25 1) E A S 5% A E(Kana et al., 2014; Park & Friston, 2013; Zhu et al., 2014). B& 7 Bk
MR Z A6, ASD KWK IhReER: S 1B AR IR KRB 2 57, 7 H 230 RS .

RIS BN SR T MBI EE ST 5 B R E 2L IR AAHEL, ASD AN T #2 i 28R
FAAEE S o ERELIN T2, ASD RIS EIRGIES); 1274 — L Lk it ASD R
ISP ARG &S, e, 7RG SGER PP FiH, ASD S AFLETE SOt R AATEAEE X E R ) R A)
% K SR ) Gamma i (Braeutigam et al., 2008); & — I f&] 5L A T 6 49F 78 7, ASD o 4 3 0 Ab BE o ) st &
Y52 L Uk 55 1Y Gamma Y (Wilson et al., 2007)o $£ & [F— AN EIN T FE A, AN R T H 30 38 i A0 ek 55 74
A E IR AU 25 SR . Lo an, 7R B 50 A RIS 2 B0 7 38 55 A0 95K 55 1 Gamma 3% (Brown et al., 2005; Milne et
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al., 2009; Isler et al., 2010; Stroganova et al., 2012). 7ERFATREIOARITEBINT, 75712\ R385 30 I K [X 3k
W R, R AR T [R] — 2\ OIn TR X 2% PN B AN TR O 0 R 4 2 TR) kAT A LIRSS . Rtk, ASD
T 2 53 A R B8 i X & B AE oG, [R5 K 9 48 3 42 (1 IR W s AE A &+ RE
K&

[FIFE, FEATRZELNEIM THEREVRA T, ASD #H 48 RE 35 AR I 26 42 5 1R W AAH LRI T
REFRR . KW EERA I TR EON AT S FPRE T, AT B RIENFEIEAT 2% 1 4 08 IR
&, MANFRES. BESHMBGESEE TERANARGE, BT RIESR DS TG BEENE
BACHFR (90475, 2016). WF5T ASD ## B DI REERAR AT LUHEBRAE S5 48, AR T &I ASD 1
TE N AR 22 72 0 AR X 4 JE R AT X il o S5 4h, T B V@RS 1) ASD A S, JLHZSE
WBEUNE ASD JLE, FAAFIZKFAVES AL SRR, B TARSSA KM AR WA, K, #E&
WU TR I8 ASD ) L2 (1 fixi Ty R e He A = s AL 35 o

KT 43T 2 AR T LUK LS 50 A AN R RSB, RSN SER R D2 64T 23 A, AT T fi# ASD Al
1B NAESIB DI B2 5 A0S DA () V1507320 LAy 9 4606 D 2 FIAH 6 DY 2 PRl 7 1. a0t D3
SR ) A2 BN BB G e e A REE A DARE A 52 B AR 22 e O BR 1) T AR Dh 2 BLLLE T 20,
BRI IR OR 2R, AT i HL K S8R bR ) V2 S T I H AR AE AR 3R B (P42 75, 2016). T8I
MDA EE R, T UKL ASD R4 By (Delta, Theta) Fl & B (Beta, Gamma) [ 3G 38 5, 1M 75 40
EX(Alpha) 5 IRTS, SAREIL U B dhZk(Wang et al., 2013). HFIXT U B2 0 32 EAERIEES
W

Fiak, LML) ASD N DhaeiE st e g K, TR REFHES TIERMESZE T, ASD KlhneiEs:
BEAHAEAE ST o Hodr, BBk iR BB 45 RN — B, EEAESRI sk 55 e s mipak N )
PR B A RN M ARG — o FEFRE T I 2 810 28 ——ER N M 45 (default mode network, DMN) &K BLIZ EE
BRI X 2 T (32 e ek 559, 491 i 417 [ml 5 800 B Jml L B 2 8] (Weng et al., 2010). ZEWNET, AT ESHIAH K
FES5 I, ASD KIN - T 2 [8) 370 5 B8 D) et 4 1 35 1K T IR 8 2H (Just, Cherkassky, Keller, Kana, & Minshew,
2007). TR B DhRE R 45 RARRIL T B ATE S . Keown (2013)58 Al AT B ST REER AN K8
(graph theory) I 73 T 7775, I ASD IR i I DX 455 1 =) 350 T e % 432 ¥ 35 o - 1B N, A - et [X
WERIIC AR, X B R FE AT ASD SRR 7™ B AR B 5 1EAH G . 1fi Coben (2008)%5 A 7t & 3
B - B 2 8] R B D) BEEFEAE Delta A1 Alpha SRECHS 2 IIRIGEFH . Bk, SIEFHAEME, #E28T
ASD TE G EE B 10 Ly £ 2 AT 2 2 i D) BE R R 7 TR AP AE S8, b S e BRI G PR B e i PR IS, H
BRI FE 0% B R0 I B e o i AR Sl

AN F R EEF MRI H AR AT ASD DI REERM T S, EEG $AR AT LLid S 2K 57 )2 1 re AR 2
MG, FEHEMRIH KN RARIES . H5E, EEG RUFHIN [H 4 #ER AR T H A R &5 5 bl
B[R] A8 ) — S5t o] LASRRS fMRI B[R] 3 2R AR 22 ()R P, 8 2 AR A S ) (R AR AT B B & . 1
X, EEG WMYjREERM Fitatr 8. Hrp, B (coherence) i i 32 £ F T8 tE W A DI RE A
[F i X AT BEAEAE I DR, TR & 32 B AN R B 2 [R5 5 [R] 25 1

2. ik
2.1. it

T M BEAN R (M JLFE ASD BESRFFE il L 23 4 (B 7% 18 4, 1 5 &)L Wi A ASD (1
JLE, “FHER 103 £ . ASD JLELZKIFFE (EEBMERZHS ST FMIEE 5 ) (DSM-V), T
HoAb A2 . SRS o T MK NS AN EIR N 20 (B 15 %, L 5 %) IEH L, FRER A
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10.1 %,

A 43 LRSS0, BT S50 5 A B n) 3 DL K 5 A o7 = 1) R, A 5 44 il R 5 s 4t e
A 38 BRI B (R ok, H, ASD JLER 21 4(B#% 18 4, Li%3 #4), “THIFERL 9.98 =
1.94 % IEHILEA 17 %512 4, L5 %), PIHER 8.94 + 3.66 &, WP AT AFIERE
ZEF(1=1.052, p=.304), N5 HAFALE R 2 R (p = .426).

2.2. BIERE

Ji0q R A SRR G — A — (R BF 1E i B O KA e TR 3 R N SE R BT — B 5 h,
Xb 38 ANJLE ——HEATHE R LY . E BRI 2 B 3 b, DMERENARE . RETTIRIT
FORPEA LLEF e 7 ABERT T E, TR 10 2081 (0 SR EEG Bl REE. R seird 42 1977
AT LI AR RE B MM A5 5 i, (FNRSEERIER SRS %.

fiti /il Brainproduct 2 & 427 ] ERP i3k 5 704 R 4, $2 [ PR 10-20 RGEY R 32 T IR 3% EEG.
JEPCHTIEN 0.05~100 Hz. {554 DC UK, KA 500 Hz/ %, HBRS Sk je 2 [ R/ 5 kQ.
SRR Al N ORI A PRI 0. M SR A A 72 s R e % 2 L AT

2.3. BUROHT

2.3.1. EEG BT 18

KM Matlab R2015a it i) B A EEGLAB 58 i EEG $tya il 2. 1) Fah LAy R
FE o O s R s 2) R AT BRI L BRI S, fREE 1 Hz 3] 60 Hz BIME 5, T3 A8 i e o e 38 2% 25 Bk 50 Hz
5 5 AT BR B AR = AR M S s 3) MRS 7 A TN 2 B2 11 Fr B (epoch); 4) LA TP10 9
2 fUHAT BB 2% (re-reference); 5) LM F 45 73 (Independent Component Analysis, ICA)% &
FFAE ) S DRI (1) Gy oI5 ik G A28 1Y) EEG 404

2.3.2. SMi%HR

i EEGLAB "3} Darbeliai BEAT5I% 404, 56 BUAXS D6 . AHXS D38 AN Dl 2 % B () 5o oK
FH e e B 125 4 (Fast Fourier Transform, FFT)#EA T4 4347, X7 % (Hanning window) &N 2 s, JGhT
W) EEG 155 HH s A S B, RIGMICHT, 5 H &N A 18 T8 ) 266 0] Ty 26 FIAH % Tl 26 4
Hr1, Delta #1 € XN 1 Hz & 4 Hz, Theta SELE LN 4 Hz % 8 Hz, Alpha #i & X v 8 Hz & 12 Hz,
Beta B E LA 12 Hz & 32 Hz, Gamma #IELE SN 32 Hz & 60 Hzo K 28 ANM#IE K 7 WA X ik: A2
MIHTAI(Fpl, F3, F7), 45U T41(Fp2, F4, F8), ZLfllH#i(T3, C3), Al -H (T4, C4), )5 #H(P7, P3, O1),
A TR (P8, P4, O2) (Dickinson et al., 2018).

2.3.3. ThEeEES

IS Fieldtrip 15 % R R TA) BB — BUPE REL (coherence) 4T ASD JL B fR i 43 70 #r o SUBL
— B AR O A P A H R S H AT R AR ST B SR S Bl T B R FLE B[R] AR A, AT A A T R i
(SRIE, HAEAE 0 F1 1 MW, HA#HET 0 BMERRERA RS B S 2 s s 2 B LT A H
W, B 1 RN R A B SRR B 9 THRFT ASD BRI I B R A0 I B 1) RE i A
T, AW TE0Ks 2 BR A 5 106 DX 1) — Btk s O KRR B I 32 A - MUIEHE(F3-01, F4-02), il - TiEHE(F3-P3,
F4-P4), i - TRIER(TT-P3, T8-P4), i - FHIEH(T7-C3, T8-C4); b [X A H b £ 1 — Bk s SN IR 5
R BUH N EB(F7-F3, F8-F4), TiiH P #F(P7-P3, P8-P4), FLM A #(01-0z, 02-0z), W 1.
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Figure 1. A top view of electrode pairs for long-range and short-range coherence

B 1. KESEEMNEESERERNEE

3. 458
3.1. EDER

3.1.1. BRTHhERLER

IR DX (26 A A0, A5 DU RTAR, 2000 AR, A5 ep s, e (0 s 3 R0 TR ) R g i 28 AL (ASD 4, 1E
)N E A BN B (1~60 Hz) K AN B (Delta, Theta, Alpha, Beta, Gamma) ) Z6 5%} TR 7 Jl 4T E &
M T 20T TSR TR, PSRBT BB LA DI F AN B3, F(1, 36) = 4.22, p = .047,
n, = .105, ASD JLEEAMBIMAN R BEW T IER )L#. 500 8K, ASD JLE B
o Ty FEAE e ) A R E AR T IEH L (p = .040).

BT ZE T AR EoR: BB Delta SUBLZEXS D2 1) F RN A 35 Theta 5B A0 D)%
MRS MR, F(1,36)=4.82,p=.035, n, =.185, M, ASD JLEAELMATH(p = .045)FIA
MTTER(p = .046) L5 ThR B EAL T IEH JLE . Alpha SREZ 6 SR RSB EXM .3, F(, 36) =
10.34,p=.003, 77, =.223, ASD #& 1 Alpha SRBLAS Dy AE /A XS R KT IEH L 1M A2k
HUYZE Beta F1 Gamma AR ZE X DY _F ) TN AR

3.1.2. HEXThERLER

[ DA G DX AN 3028 Dy [ A8 56 4l /N B B R AR R D S AT & 7 22 0. SRR,
RHTAE Delta SBUHM IR LM R, F(1,36)=18.11,p<.001, 1, =.335, HF/5Mma TR,
ASD JLE Delta SR (IAHRT D ZEAENA X I BZEACT IEH )LE, A& WK 3; 1 ASD #il5 % L&
HAE Beta H1 Theta #5BH X ThAAE AN XIS R H LR 3 2 5 . Alpha SRBUH XS DR A0 1 308
B, F(1,36)=11.66,p=.002, 1, =.245, ASD 47 Alpha SHEIIHIXT ThEEAEANA K BE K T IEH
JLE, BARILER 3. 5341, ASD JLE Gamma Sl B [ AH X Dh 28 76 A5 () 1000 X ek 2. 3 =1 T 1B JLE(F = 8.097,
p=.007), VEWLFE 4. DL LSRRI ASD JLE EEG AN DR AEARINEL (Delta) F1 1 A1 B (Gamma) 0 1
SR, T AE AT B (Alpha) BRI S, K 2.
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Figure 2. Mean and standard error of posterior relative power in each frequency bandwidth

B 2. S5 EMRIEENIELHE

3.2. THEEERATER

3.2.1. BRXKEREERSR

X5 ARUBE () 2= BR A 125 i X P R B 0 e — BOME R B DU B XA - Mo, 0 - e, At - Tl
B, W - IR MRS AL (ASD AR IR )y | AR B AT RN E T Z 0. S5, AR
Alpha B B 85 B — S R BN £, F(1, 36) = 8.76, p = .005, 1, =.196, Hr1, ASD L
HA{E Alpha #UEL AT - FLAIAT - TTOE W 2K T IE% JL&E (@ = .017, p = .001), W14 3. Bf Alpha #iE4h,
PR AR A A B K P B B2 1) 2 RN A B2 o K Allpha ST K B 88— B30Ik R ARG AT O AR A ¢
K6, RSN, ASD JLELEA - ML AWM, B - TCAAT B, 5 - TR D) K PR B e e
KT IEH JLE, 546 ASD B X A FE B9 % B 55 iR &

1.0 -
= A SD

: 038 - . L
g *%k
2 06 " P
@) T
<
2 P
£ 04
g
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= 021

0.0 : : : :
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Figure 3. Mean and standard error of long-rage alpha coherence

3. Alpha SRER & XI5 1K BB B8 & 45 9 SR T B

3.2.2. RXARERERLGR
(RIAE S X 45 AL RO X PAY FR) 67 8 80 43— Mk 2R BB L 12 DX AR - Py 948, 000 PR 988, T A 8 A
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REAN B A AT R IR T M. 455N, Alpha A7BE A EE B3 82 g0 2680 5 3 B X 1 32
HAEF R, F(1.75,63.06)=6.15,p = .005, 17, =0.146, HE—3L43HT %I, ASD JLESE Alpha SHELIIA
MM EEE R R E S T IEELE (p = .003), WE 4. F4h, BRI SR X058 HAE H FIFEE
Gamma ARBL I AEIE B8 — St RECRILH R E 2257, F(1.14, 41.04) =4.02, p=.047, 1, =.100, 31, ASD
YRR RO TR N0 Gamma ARUEBLAT BE B E B8 T IR JLE (p = .043, p = .024). Rk 4,

ASD #R B R A 28 112 5 1E 6 FRZE AR B AR AR AT B R R 35 2 5
=
T
S 0.6-
g *k
S
Qo ,—‘ 1
= 0.4
=
<
8
E 0.2
0.0
Frontal Parietal Occipital
Region

Figure 4. Mean and standard error of short-rage alpha coherence

[E 4. Alpha $iiEg & X 1532 I B9 H R BE 5 2 (&

XoF 5 AT A B S — B REGHATHOLREAR ¢G5, 5 RIL, Alpha 5B ASD JLE LRI 3L A4
PR 2 2w T IR ) LE (p = 1032, p = .049), {ETIH N ECH )& B E K T 1IEH JLE (p = .042); Beta
ABE ASD ) LEE7E TWI P 30 (A ) 7 82 6 K T 1B L (p = .047); Gamma #7EBE ASD JLEE 7E AU A 3 (/2
A PR AN R T3 P PN S5 (2 A ) SE R 8 4. 25 v T I )L (p = .046, p = .036, p = .018, p = .037), WLI& 5. DA
R, ASD JLEELE N X PN A0 E B I A RAPEA — 2, KA (Alpha) 4 BE B9 220 55, i A
(Gamma) £ 25 & BE G 5

061 mmASD
=3TD
* *

0.5 1
o /_‘ V—‘ l
5
5 0.4
<
=]
T 0.3
< -
g 0
g
O 0.2
g
S
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Figure 5. Mean and standard error of short-rage gamma coherence

(& 5. Gamma $7iEx % [X 15055 1B 25 i 458 FE SR TS (B
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4. i4ig

AR B EEG MEARTFB, REIEHR JLEM ASD JLE IR ™ 1M B 58 1T L,
5[ ASD FHR 5 IR B LU AE S 5B I 400 DY S AR R D 3 1 22 5, JF it — 58 1 ASD Kii=f
BR KPR BRI R B Th R A . 5 BOR, ASD JLEE &SRB TR 1 A A £ R 7%, ASD JL
BN AE0 D3R AT I8 LEE, JU AR 7o 0 r 38 X430 0 5 A3UB B 4 06) Dy 22 34T 3 Afr K I, Alpha
BB b ASD LB A I 48 06 D 2850 8. 25 P4 A% 170 Theta A0EX = ASD )L E8 78 A7 I A7 38 A0 A 0] T00 8 1 2 68
DR R EACT IR L S AB AN D)2 gE47 43 Ar KL, Delta #1 Alpha #5E¢ |- ASD JL#AIIEH L
PN DRI R EZER, ASD JLERAHX DIFAE Delta 5B EIG5R, 7£ Alpha SUBFEAK,
714k, Gamma SBLE ASD JLE IR DA AE A M THAR e 1 153 LB . IX— 45508 Wang et al. (2013)Zxi4
Rt ASD HEEMBR I H FENK U AEHARME 73R KINDieiEmmas R R, SEFIJLEMLE,
ASD JLETE Alpha SiBt b2k K BE B e om T 10 25 PRAIK, 0P s i Hem s W k. ok, ASD #f
A Gamma S9EL ) 00 B9 FEFE 08 BE AR 2 IUH T B R AE S . XS RN T ASD K - BR KA
B IR B R S, = B R B R i) e W, SCRF T ASD KER B IEREREAIC. iR B e g o
2 SRR

EARE RN, LA D2 XS Dh 3 47 734, Alpha #1iBt b ASD JLE 5 IEH ) LEAH 35 25
fi%, HIXFhZ /e 20 A7 7E, /AN BA RE R BEFTIE 82X — 45 8 (Cantor & Chabot, 2009; Cantor,
Thatcher, Hrybyk, & Kaye, 1986; Dawson, Klinger, Panagiotides, Lewy, & Castelloe, 1995). Alpha #iEt 5%
B, BN ERRNE SGEIZAEG, B A R R R B T R JE A YK, W Alpha ThER B
E RGN RS B IR AE S, FTCAE G, & Alpha TR MR R AT NG RA L, BFEIAHITS,
i H AR A I A B YL (Mathewson et al., 2012). 74k, Alpha #B 5 H L1 N 090 LA K (Klimesch,
Sauseng, & Hanslmayr, 2007). f4f 55 - e — £ B8, ASD FEAARTLE NG ) Ho0 52 4005 B 1 G /e 1855,
RINFEEJRE - ZEEEER, TOIERBUER RS S, B 75401 0 05 T B A R R AL 55
Ban, LEREEERIE T, ZRSAE R I B(EAEESE, 2017). XER AL T ASD #EAA H R B8N
TARENLS, W E LN TARERRRE, 5 A0 748 A — 5.

AW H 2 —ETRE Wang (2013)%5 AR 4 H RSB 3 U B2, o g R IR
FHXTThER MRS DI I T A BN 4518 ASD JLE 40 D3R AE &AL B IFAR & U B2,
1M ASD JLE FIARXS DR AEALH Delta A& 41 Gamma #5557 1IE% JL#E, 4 Alpha SIS T 1IEH JL#E,
XHET U BUHIZRAE AL, IR PP G AT R DR D 4 0 T e s B R B B [ A AR s, BT DAKE
G2 B ZE BRI, S AT N FERT ORI, X ASD BEAR ORI 7 2 30 HH 1 46 0k D Ze 45 2R 2 1Al A7
TERR 22 57 o UL Delta BRI, ASD FEARTEZI - [X 1) 4655 Dy 2 BE A 2 25 P& AR 45 - (Coben, Clarke, Hudspeth,
& Barry, 2008; Daoust et al., 2004), 777 5 3E MR 25 R (Pop-Jordanova et al., 2010; Stroganova et al.,
2007).

KIThRe A RE N, HIEWJLEAML, ASD JLE Alpha MBI BRI K BE B EHF£MK; Alpha
A Gamma ARBLHSEER B E I 9. SCRF T O Reilly S5Q2017)ELRR IR W A, B ASD HEAR B R
BCABUERAFE A, TR B S A B RIS B % . O’Reilly 55 NNy ASD BRI K 9 £ 3%
FEAS LB B AT 0 AT, BRI &5 B ARBLHAT 2R G . KEE B —ME EA B B R Boin A 2%,
— M B 1) R B R ()15 5 A& 4l (Delta, Theta, Gamma), 1 %5 B0 2B — oA N 5 B i L
TR K, MNeEAERNATmEFEE, — B &R B RIS 5 /% fi(Beta, Gamma),
(Uhlhaas & Singer, 2010; Von Stein, Chiang, & Konig, 2000)1IEa1_FCHE 2R, ASD B H T Ly hn LT
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FEELR, T E LW NI CARERRRE, 285 SOFAREH 7ih ASD JLE Alpha SBKIE B IERAE, FIEE
TEFETE Alpha. Gamma SRR JLE G SR 4 A — 2, CRF 785 R —SuEie.

AHIF TR P B RN R B8 1) 5 X E #2252 Elhabashy (2018) 2T 7T, K215k P B8 b X 1 — S0t &
KRR R, WX A — B e ORI IR e KIEFR DRt 7R, ASD BHATE Alpha 43
BUA - RO - TR 035 PRAIK, 30 - TIOERA - hiE o 2R ERERNE, B -1
AR - T0 2 () () PR 8 B SR A T30 — THURIEAN - A () R S, T PR B K M X I T R E
PE BRI AN R X S R IR 25 22 S o DAL, 0 NI 90 rh At B B B e R AN — 3 R ey
KRR E AR R, WA FIERIRKE S MKIES, THEEMEES =X, KES
S SCONB B G TR, it A, B0 A S B FEE B SR 10~20 N/ R G0 A R FLAR AR
B, HAh e UM EE SR, AW R T A8 %5 R (Schwartz, Kessler, Gaughan, & Buckley, 2016).
DALk o0oF Ty B e B 28 44 o SR 7R 2k — 2P 14—, LA3RAS ASD BB — B ik oh Re R 2.
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