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Abstract

Sexual double standards refer to the social phenomenon that people endorse inconsistent stan-
dards evaluating men’s and women’s sexual behaviors. It's prevalent in society that men are con-
doned while women are condemned because of sexual activities, whereas several researches pro-
vided controversial results on the existence of sexual double standards. This review discusses this
issue from theoretical and methodological aspects, involving evolutionary theory, social roles
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theory, male and female control theory, to reveal the limitations of previous research and give im-
plications for future research.
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1. 5|15

CREAELE” BOR WERABR DA BA AT N, GRS WARTEIT RS B 2otk A + & 1t
25 11 53 1 HN REAE BRAG XL 7 BOFR A o LEAT S IR [a) LR, 57 AR L P T i 114 22 AN 7] PRI b 855 Reiss (1960)
R A EE I ERTHEAT A RIL, A8 RV BT T N, A SR AT . RIA
& W M0 b #E (Sexual Double Standard, SDS)IMES, RABIAL X A B S AT AT A A A —
B RVFARHE (Reiss, 1964). BEEEFCIOTERE, X bRUE OO RTEAT N, M e 2138 1) 5
PEESI ST . WG EERE, B G KRB R R ESI A A, VT S M B OB B
Bzl i) f . (Endendijk et al., 2019). RIS R S8 2AHIE AT 0, TEAT gs BYEH RIS M E, ML
PR R I 2 7 RIS (Marks & Fraley, 2006). KUk, MM EARAEIRER T BT LEWEE 2 E
B XS V&S B SO T R LR AR dE .

BE& 2V A TB0E B0 1) H BRI )P4 AR f, AR AT S M XU E AR HE O S R 2
I o SR TSNS T A — 3045 3, 51R AT B AR dE A 75 S A7 AE 4+ (Crawford & Popp,
2003; Endendijk et al., 2019). — 77 1HI, SEBRAEVE o % KB RIS AN TR 2 oA IR M XU E A
WERIAEAE, B—J7 i, FB5r A 7T 45 B IF RAUE S AT 55 14 A0 L P 10 1 47 A7 A A — B0 A o
(Milhausen & Herold, 1999; O’Sullivan, 1995). Marks il Fraley (2006)#2 i, KA AAS Rl bR NS £5 5 1 F0 4
PEPEAT NI (S ST RE 2 S BOE SR 2, BT A 3 ROE SE R ARAE S 2, 1T RN SR
PRERE R . MATRE WA, DR AT REA2 2 R R R R, o O E AR A & 1) S e AR T
25, AF AR W E AR A ) SSHIE £ SR A — B (Crawford & Popp, 2003). [RIIH, A SO 456 M XU b vf: 14 B8
Bl AR B DA FAFTE M 22 57, 0 AR M X AR HERIE 78 7 M EAT e AR R EE .

2. MENEFERERILE

HARSTUEE 78 1 45 BAFAE — € /0 B, (B E AR AR 2] TR 2 B HEZL S0k, Horp i R 2
2 i3t 460 3 2% (Evolutionary Psychology). #12 f ta fl#E 2> 2% > #ii8 (Social Role Theory & Social Learning
Theory) P4 Kz 53 4 42 i FAG F1 4 14 4% 1| 318 (Male Control Theory & Female Control Theory) =325,

2.1 #HWOEFE

WA B 22 f FE RS MU AR (A AL RO G N o SRARER BT A 5 S O 1R o) 22 7 e A
AR T PIEEAT AR PP I ZE R R IR . i TA R R, Ve R A B R 09 HANT
TN R RA (Trivers, 1972). AT REL ik 2o MES2RE 0 55 PR UAF T 1 /S5 AR 2 AT (Buss & Schmitt,
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1993). B, SHVERCEER EARNRIN S 5 & MG, BlaniA e, AT 8. WA 2 A
T, ZWREUEZRINFRILA A W E R SRR . Bk, AR AT AR EE
HIE, HFREFERMERTRY A TR R LR, R E S AT REN. B—Ji, Likae
WA E R TRE B MG R R, mBHNTRIES FRISCRMS, W5 Z R 6 Lotk A7
NECE AN R YERCE, gD FO AR HA S RS T IIML 2, DLMOREE O B © R R & 1]
e (Baumeister & Twenge, 2002; Oliver & Hyde, 1993). Flitt, iR I F s E 4T e Z 3
WP AL 28 5T, N A 23 . BlEE N ISHE R, XA B 1 E R R IR R
M 7 R AN S AL VAT N RIFS BE T RS — U ARt
22. #ABMMLFIER

Fros ORI, TR RS FE 22 3 AR AE A% B T 59 PR Lo MR AE 2 490 1) £ 68 A8 [ (Eagly & Wood,
1999), MAZERRFAERVE, Bk thcvEEamtt, BE TIRAL ORI R TR T M SN T 2k S LE BN
TRIZFE H(Wood & Eagly, 2002). iXFl 2 A 15 AT M BIE B AR IAEE, AT A N 155 8043 1,
FVERLZARI A BRI I, 2ot SR E JR B SR B2 1) ) £ (Zaikman & Marks, 2017). fR¥E #2522
g, SHMAO— BT A BRI, TS AT SRR A A AT R, AR 3
Wi, HAEZ RIS TET(Oliver & Hyde, 1993). BT DAAATEE #2222 3], 44 A 853 T SROE M A 4k
XS BAT AR AER, DA KOG AN B PP AR .

oA T B AR 28 ). R ESEREF, BrEag S FE S —7,
BAETEAT . BN, o R S MR TR S T B S, T A EE A AR IV B R R B AN . B
LU, B3] DRI 2 A PEAR AT A0 A B R V& 2, 17 22 P DO sl 1B SR ARV IR — TR — I 1 O R
(Sprecher & Hatfield, 1996). A, TEtESAbMIREFES, LHEBIREIE RMACEMRIEL, BFRISH.
B SRR 2 55, 0N B T IR I A € 1T B 2 A S M 75 B AU B AR VT AR o BT LA T R A 1
178, BT BRIt I, B vrAbR 2 A —8(Gaunt, 2013; Zaikman & Marks,
2017).

2.3. BieERIIER M HIER R

Baumeister A Twenge (2002)42 H 55 14 45 il B 18 R0 Lot 428 1 R SR B ME XU AR E AR AE . I 20 )
Sedi 53 R L VAR R 0 DA R LMl e MR AR B 4. TS R I B I A R, 55 MR Lotk 1
FOR DA R ASRUH AL A B 1) — 5T, A OESE R SRR B AL, B AR EH ORI T 18
BA ORI R, W ZE I PR o AR BT 1B H AL B AN A QRS2 5. 55— 77, 1ESCHL
o, BHARE LRI B EEOAME . R AR R 2 P A R E s B T
BIALTT, BT RA Lt 35K B B B M8 2 A2 I 9 BB ER 53 A% 1 47 9 (Baumeister & Twenge, 2002). B,
TV WARAT 5 22 P el 0 PR R R B TP U ) VMR AME . PR B M B R, A
Hl L MEVERR B B 28 T ke B S EREME T 2 A E(Rudman et al., 2013). X T Sk, WH
PEZE 7 B TE AR ST I 2 M R A SR IR A G it R, B mT e IR AN T ARz, AT A DR T SSALHIAT,
A A BB . BT RL, sl i ST AN A T 2 R P Lot R e — e FE R LA B S
BN 7ok, HRHEAS ¥ B HE 8 (Townsend, 1993), ot BEME @ MR U M 23 HE R . VG IR
LR SR AL PR — P . R, Lot X VR BRI Lo AT T AR, SR I E B S
Ji(Zaikman & Marks, 2014). %5 b, P23 7k B St EAEPER 700 5 S PEAR ], i 55 A 2
ek b b 358, DRI Bl O A
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3. MNEHREFEFNUNER
3.1 MNERENETSA—

Reiss (1964) 4wl 1 55—/ MEXEbRAERE R, A OGER2 AR 53 MR Lo PGS HT AT 1) 98 252 BE 1)
ZESt o ARG NIUZE, 43 R4k (abstinence), 8 B X7 USRI VEAT AR AN ITHUR) ;. X
FrifE(double standard), F&iAJ 5V IR 2 AT S AT AT AL DT oIS Fu 1/ (permissiveness
without affection), 18\ 55 e #RE 08 72 ¥ A 15 & 8 R AT 4R T HEAT WS AT 47 s AR 0 ir
(permissiveness with affection), #51ANy 53 AR HIPEAT A2 AR W S R AT I . FEVEDUE FRiEIX — W&
GURFESG, V250 R E AR AE I PO O A R 2 T8 2 RS b DR, AN R A R P
HARERIME S EIFA B, RWRBHTTE 5 LRI F 7% S8 B 70 8 735 LB 25 R il R
BIA—8. Hik, YEXEAREIBESA 25 RF VN EZRE, HhUENERER G ESEERS
YEAT A IR YE 5 5 TN .

311 BREXITSHEER

Reiss (1964)4w il T 55— MEXE bRt R, oG 2 AATN 53 MR Lo M AS BT PEAT I o 25 R B 1Y)
FESt o AP RARG R VY XU bR v B W 6 OO AT B e M S R AT A S B I 2 5, B —
FhASTEZ . SRIMAE— 0 W 70 CAER O 53 M R0 Lo Mk MR AT R AS FE I 22 VB N M AR HE R 2 4, 38
A WU AR HEAR AR PR T R

Milhausen 1 Herold (1999)i e iy il A /E 2 KARE S H C B A (XM A) S — M E 10 4
PEFEAR I s AE s DARH ) S 2 R AR I 22 /0 A B0 55 P e A3 1 g 2okl B AAT TR 1 OB o A 1)
A [ (endorse of sexual double standard), BIZSFERIZE . F35b, B FEEEHE S T AT 11X EH bx
1 (perception of sexual standard), LAifjn]:  “AHELTA 2B B, A2 RN L Ee%
FIHEFR PPN A ARV BAFEE AT A B E bR (R 3252 B PR e 30 B 2 AR 1
PaifE)” 177 R  E SRR, AT EIZ “RYCHES XA IR 2 BN LRl
B AP, B, LR RS o EGRRI, BN NETR A R ERE, (=
e Ko MR R IR AN B4 2 PAELE N LM AT N W 2 O B AR . X Z RS R =R, £—F
FRPE b S B H M OU A AR v M ) 2 2

Marks 1 Fraley (2005) W\ A— %8R 75 3R X 3 25 FERPPAN B X o WPPEAT 9l “ 745 (attitude)” 7T A
AL B0 SCAHRTE 15 2, X THEAT AR EE rT U A AN PE, BARO FELE 4T 2 746 A B
“PFAr (evaluation)” BE 2 JCyE 1) 2 X 2 5 PEVE B I Rs 2 AN BRI SERR AT . 75 B mT Re S r T AT SEFRiFAR
NI 3o FEAR FUME AR BARCERS, SRS B 22 S T 90 AT B 5 53 5 At A AT PR 22 5 O T
FAFH AR . WILSEAETERA RS, A3 B AR AR FELLAT A B0 A N RITE A
A EIPEREARAEIAAE . Bk, B RF AR YRR, B RILFEREEAT NI 5 ol AT VR, A
BB S e A X0EE b o R 9 5 5K

HABARRE T SRS, # EIRIER] “PEN 7 NS ZE R aw R, BIXEARPEN 2
A7 S I H A —Fp R B (Endendijk et al., 2019). BRIbZ Ab, IEAEFE— S FIZINTEN GARME A1 0 EE bR
MR ST, BB S < B, WEMATEE R ? 7 R, AR B 5 H AR A
L BARZ BTN 22 5 X PRI 22 A T Sy L R A A B E R AN NS FE . ZIBRED R AT BAJ
B NATT T3 — A S BRI AR, 90 B P 2 B AT AN s M AT A B RAT 4, AN NS
TR R BN REE BEAR I E GUPANY . PR I TERLEI AT e A — 2, 2RISR R A —, Mgt
PEXEAARAESAE AR . BRI RT O, PR AR AE RS e — e R L B 1 R AR IR R
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3.1.2. MITHESERE

B TR EREZE R T AN, ST I E 176 A [5] -t 7 0 v A — S SR A
W50 PO A A 2 8 AT TR 3 PRI 2 AT A AN [F VP, AR 25 F 70 Hh B SR AT AR A
RAAF .

—E RS Reiss 58 NGEARATPEAT . #70 AF 98 B o0 Bl P47 9 (Hensums et al., 2020; Mark &
Miller, 1986; Sprecher et al., 2013). Allison il Risman (2013)#& 7T 2& “/2)4547 M (hook up behaviors)” , Efl
BEAT Bl O PEAT MBI 2 MR . SRR RA N> 2 = W22 A RO B a #8478
P E bR . Hynie A1 Lydon (1995) it 22 i F ARG AT A, 45 BRI 3h AR SR fh et 22 2 11
VL VS BITE AR VPN . AR OO AMARTIAA PR B N 8, A AR TP, PR
TP Ak 2B ZE 5 (Gentry, 1998), it A HERB BB R 2O Z 5, U Marks fil Fraley (2005)
HHLT 0,1,3,7,12, 19 MPEAEEAN 4G Marks (2008) MIEEL 2 1, 7, 19 IIVEFEAB AN BRSO H AR 1015
B BRI IR T A M XU A A7 AR B AL 1 TR

BT EINN, BIRCUE LA WG B T M E bR 2 SR IH AR TIRAE, (HARH T ER
PEGE R, Horp R R R AT REFE T 28 T HEAT NI SRR . 0 AT N CURE G AR TT O AR 434 0, 5 n
SR, MEAS. BERVESCR. WEHTMEAT NS, BRI MO AR A AR X AT B 55 4k (Jonason &
Marks, 2009). {EXFF L5 A5 PEAT N, Y EARHE T BEAK IAAZTE, Bl i 19 MEMEE M
SRR RPN A REZER, MR B NBERT, AT UCAIHA 50 MR 1 5314 LA
H 50 AR B Lot A7 B =5 (Jonason, 2008) . b ) 2 Sk A AT AR R WAEREE . a0, Jonason Al
Marks (2009)#8 5t T BONANH WL = N PEAT N (threesome), 45 RIS 5 = NI4T TR L tE 4t )
TS BRI, SCHF T M E AR AR LE o

MG N KRR, EMAT NIEE 2, PERERMEER & “ SO I 2 538" a7 15
BEAH FIHISCHF, HOGRRE R kR R AN B0 & k22 [ (Endendijk et al., 2019). &5 b, PEAT NiEH;
FITiek a5 TS L, BT AN R FE B S i B MEAT N NS AN TR, R I 75 H 1 4 00 s IR 41 A7 7
X

32. MRABEARR

321 BMMREREMRR

FHECHT TR 20 00 A2 BRI IT, SR X bRk e 16 o M U159 30 58 2 SRR S L . 7EXT 15 47
LA FAT VIR ZE R R I,  BARMATT AT RN ] D2 B e VEAT o, R TR M XU AR i 15 55 P56 1
WA, EAER R S RIBE R RS AR E B, T2 407 Bt A% B OO Bl i T A 7 2
UL, AR AEREH M U AR o ) TR, 3 Al XU BR v AR AR T b AT T % ) 5 PR DL R b AT TR 18 oAt A
P77 i (Farvid et al., 2016). 53— 25 £ Lot A0 16 47 53 M AT IV ik iF s R 2 7 “ RIS IR AT
JN(Boundary-work)” , BIAATT& @ B S Tl s, IS TG HHR & ARITE AR .
O A S A A £ b 55 S ) et 9 10 25 25 (slut-shaming) Fo fth 2o PR SR EE T SR 51 5 1 1) ik
J1(Fjaer et al., 2015). {H Jackson il Cram (2003)7E %} 16~18 % L PE IV R IIE 78 Fh % AT 3K 45 30 RF 1 XU A
AFAERTIESR -

JR AP TC B IRAFAERE AR 22 AR I8, AR A AOTE T 55 B I X b b A B, TR vl e 3RS
TONFE I HMWE IS G B M EMEERIEE . Uik, B RUNAFNE S 04755 2 BT 5T
T3 3] T 5 UE(Crawford & Popp, 2003). X 7E— & F£E 1 B A 78 T REAE XS A S AT A S AL I8 2k T
BEAS R, ML 5T Hh P00 A v 5 A B 58 A AR I S AR 3 AR A7 AE 1 1 X R
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3.2.2. #iXAEITSHiKER T

SRR P Vi 2 i (A v — B O B AN 0 ) . FE MU AR AT,
J5 453 M BA A FL AR

TERGR P BT P E AR AR Fe R, — o idid & 3R 1 77 s O BRI AT R 2P, 5l 20 3l
XA 5 A v B RIBEEAT R R BLRIEAT VR4, Bl Reiss e 132E 4T B M QU A v i) B0 &2 o 380 gk Y
BB FE 45 5 S 7 M B AR E U AEAE (Axinn et al., 2011; Guo, 2019; Sprecher & Hatfield, 1996; Sprecher
etal., 2013). Kettrey (2016)iHiid o] &4, AR ZHNNFFEF R PErRE, (HtES Bttt B ER S
RN AT M2 2048 5. AW FE B P B TT BRI SR A X 00 br of 58 Al0RE (ARSI, DR AT L5 %2 3
7] — AR AN [F]) B AR B9 (Crawford & Popp, 2003). 1 HI T~ 75 2L &0 5 L A EE 5, Bkl it
AR B A BRI 1 . T BE S BN BIRT S H K, BTUON T 8 R U 7EMEAT S 1) 8 E 5
BYERAFEERIZSBE, T A5 B S R N TERS B (1 1 %

— e A N T B g N BT B EREG, TR TR T X — R E AR AL, R
B3 K S NI4T 55 (person-perception tasks), BIZ5 g4 it — 245 56 H b A N8 B A
NBEEE, b A S5 1t B AR AT VA, — 80 B v B AR ADIEAT VR, SRS Xt 53 1
Hbs NYIALE B NI PPN AT X L, SRFB SR AR X bRitE . BEHL A BC AR A A 2
BOIRBITEMCA MR Bt b o AER AR B T AT A3 T BN A— B S5 B . Milhausen fi1 Herold
(2001) 2 3 55 14 B g ) T DA () 1k OCER A, T P A ] T A I e ) ) 1 L A v (BT 55 M PR AT o
PR FRIARAE) o SR 1T 5 22 SR FH A K1) Ve RO BIE 70 350 A 4R B SRR B F AR AE A AE IS (Gentry, 1998; Mark
& Miller, 1986; Marks & Fraley, 2005; O’Sullivan, 1995). *#4t, #k[a1& it 2R L mee, soka it
Xf He B VAT NS I 2 5 R BRI PR EAETEZE R, A BE IR B[R] — AN A se 53 MR R0 Lo ik 1y 1
T NAEAEIX B, B AR #E(Crawford & Popp, 2003).

B2 —Tn o A 6 A M XE AR AT 78 P gk P 1 R B W T A 4 SRR AT 5 R B, R gt
Xf FE A5 SCRFVE XU AR HE LS SR B REIA AN K o TIARG SR U, PR TT A0 A U b v A2 PN e SO s
xif 48 J IR 5200 B K (Endendijk et al., 2019).,

3.2.3. ARREENENNA

Marks (2008)#& 2|1 2 2% 1R 36 UF PR S Ak B FEB0A O IR R, A2 B80H BRI 2B BN R BE 25 5 1
TR TR SR W S BRI, BTUARE R F R T o BuE S sEI s, SRAIEMHERNIELT,
M RS LABRAE, 10 AR (R R R i R, A A et ml WL, P AR dE (1 B8 UEAR W] BB A2
MR R TEA R, BDATRE R — R RIS .

Greenwald %5 A\ (1998)FF & T N BRIBARMILS , X Fh ik RE I B AN M BRAS B, RIZERAHITE &
WS EIEEUT B shEE FVEAN A . BT LA P BREBCARIN G 2 4 S T id 2. S ZIBRED R
HEME, B MEEWE. T AMRRER, NRBAEINLE R~ ATH G 3H 2R 2 1A
SR RNBAR NS B & SRR E S A — BN 4 0 BARE B UL R IR EIA AT AR E A 2 F AR AR
E.(Nosek et al., 2007), #eF 2, WL HNRREENLE, RERERFTANNTE G RZIRBN .. AREE E 3RS D
BABEREIARESE. MtESERERAABRRLH . BONRENGER, WO ERETZEATTA
I A5 B RS RE 22 5. Rk, )P A BERE AR 56 11 77 SRR T 70 M B b A — e FEE BT RE S
W AT S 7R AR

DI FE, B I8 I P BREDCARIN &5 M A B AT R T, {H QT M XU E A i RO F FE 201R /b . Sakaluk
A1 Milhausen (2012) 3\ A A B IDE AR 6 Rt 68 A5 20 e i T 42 2 (0 e 3k o R B[R e vk AR PRI B o R Ay e k)
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R

Bt HAE s M 2 SAFAEA R IARAE, T A T4 B8 SR [R]— AR 75 SR FH XU AR E (Crawford: &
Popp, 2003). 1A FH P BB AE I 562 BE % 75 SR A ik A e T 1) RO 8k S 17 AR S BV IE IR DR, i F FE 45
REoR, ENERNES, BVERDGEAD L L E PP, 1L PRI 8 B AR AE ;RSN R
B, DML PRI E . EABTFCH, FEL(2008)IEH 1 6 Xt SR L4 H bR 5 6
X APURRRI AW 3] 1 P BB AR B8 AR AR, SRAR TER A A B P R X AR, 45 SRAIESK T TR XY
EARERIAEAE . BARIE N AMIE A A — B AEIR, (EEAORTE, R A FEOPRAELIN 56 N FH 3 1 X0 E o A )
RIS AN KA — P RUBE, BENSAE— E R _EANFEVE XU E ARV I 7T, 40 SE 0T 7T S

3.3. WiAREER

BT AR R A A R FRAE, IanaEed . SO, Pgess,  DUAEA ST XCE FRiE AT 7045 A
— B Rn] R BB AARE R

ST o] 14 X A o PRV F 9 2 AR R e RN B BEAAR -, 4k Reiss 2 5, B0 BIF FU T 4R O3 2% AR BE AR
HAFEREAR . —IUFTEXS 455 A/ DTS T R A, 45 R RIS T D A0 VAT A VE I L
LVEMEAT ARV RS, M DX LN EAT NP L B YEVEAT A BV ST RS, T A 5T A
SNAEAE Pt XEE FR vt (Hensums et al., 2020). Emmerink 28 A (2017)IA A LM B2 T B K 2 ¥ 58 S e
TN EERTHAT ARIASEE b, Bkt 14 T 1% T 2> 8- M0 E bR i 1) 558 (Scale for the Assessment of
Sexual Standards among Youth, SASSY). 7 — Il 7T R [BEEdE, HE 7 11~16 £ H/DERHET NS
FIFEEENZ AR R . SERARIL, W T AT A s D 1 [F A g R P B2 R R, IR s R AR
TR BT D E R F R 3 BT, XA SRR T P XU E AR #E (1) 47 7E (Sprecher et al., 2013).
WA A DR 1 XU AR 1 B 90 T 1 S5 3B IR B B A, DR G 2 R A [ A RS B B K
(Endendijk et al., 2019).

[ERE, ORI St 2 St S5 M 1 X ARAE R 36 IE « A W 0% bb 1 38 R 2 R 20 iR H AR 2242
TEPEEARAE LI ES . RK, P Wl b B AR 38 Bl a0 14 X0 AR A R B & (Sprecher &
Hatfield, 1996). Guo (2019)7E [ NFIE & AFE R34 R BL T X ARvE 1) 2 0 HE . 56 R R R/ A
ZAMEAEB R R, AL B P EAR A 2 R, MEA RMEAT A iR A G A K&
PEFEAR IR ) R E, T AR R I SE SR B X ARvtE o T ELAE PR AN FIIR I, BV et s 3R
I O Ao

4. INESRE

EIRVE AR HE R FEAF R 2 0, R U HERE AN 17 LI RA S F . B TR ATTAS
bR FH 7 P S0 U DS A PR P R B vk AT PR B, I U B P O A AR E MR A — 2 1)
HEE L.

—J7 1, MEXUEARMELS RIS A VE & RI R EIIE, 53— 7 TS ARt e N S0 TR 13 3
fRRE, AL AT B IR OIS A2 M BRI 22 D R DS B3 R | B A e MR e, Btk
Z A0F JE M5 L (Ambivalent Sexism). % Jil 4 (Script Theory)t G825 1 XU EE b i B AL A N (O 388 3 F
(Oliver & Hyde, 1993; Zaikman & Marks, 2014). SRTMAESSUERF Firf, X EARERNESR 1S 2 A —. X
15 LI IS5 R R DA PR o — A 1 XU o vB T e i o ARSI %, R ATTTE £ WS
B VA ERFEAEAE. RS, B B Marks Al Fraley (2006)3 ¥ {3 S {2 3 4
B, AR SBEA, BT AT BRI T RO Lot A S T AR A, T2 T 3R M R AR v (D IE B
B2 O AR AR AE R PR R AT 78, AT SR A M PR 5 — PR 2 I an 441
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R EE AR P SEIE AT TR T0y2: 56 43 JE I S AR V% v M B AR v I 5, DRI T 45 Pk 0 A [) P R 7 v R
AN BRI 98 5 S BOR BAS — B I E S5 5 . Ebtn Milhausen A1 Herold (1999)iAN, XMW H brEE A
NGERHEATFT 0 07 152 i BN R o AR AN N B RIE 2% B A Re 8 00 B AN TEIL S AR i TP A
YR % FE B B BT 45 05 0 17 2019 SR — TG X 1981 4F LISRA S D E AR AE R 91 T ST AT T 45
EONT, BRI R SR T M E FRUE R AEAE (Endendijk et al., 2019). B AT WL, X —fERE R AT RS PEAR
R AITLAA 5 ST 1 XU A v PRI 70 mT LA BE 22 1 2 8 ] 388 3ok S 365y 9 B B S O Ji 1 L E A

TESZUER 70 FP 25 FE I S A 8 FOAE A TS S 2 K — £, Marks Al Fraley (2007)iA R DA A AIE SE 14 U
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