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Abstract

Enhancing high-level cognitive functions through training on working memory has attracted much
attention from numerous researchers. While working memory (WM) training has been demon-
strated to yield robust near transfer effect, it is still under intensive debate about whether there is
a reliable far transfer effect. In this review, we reviewed the evidence supporting far transfer ef-
fect of WM training, and that do not. Especially, we examined those factors that may lead to incon-
sistent findings in meta-analyses, and analyzed the potential confounding variables when investi-
gating the effect. The theoretical basis for far transfer effect in WM training was also discussed.
Finally, we proposed that future studies should focus on uncovering the mechanisms of WM, the
roles of different WM components in transfer and the neural substrates of transfer effect, which
could be helpful in dealing with inconsistence in the field.
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1. 5|8

AMRLEREAT 2 5) . FIRPLMR . HERN AR D SRS SN, A I A AL, X
AL % F5)O TAEIEZ(working memory) o 3 % AN TARICIZ H1 H A AT R G 15 5 RS L L2 [ ASEAR
TR, & MAHEEIE BN A EA RICIZ RS (Baddeley, 1992; Baddeley, 2001). o,
TR AT R GRS SRS E T REGERTES), & LARCIZIZ G . A R 7 5 0 Ao BB M5 B
BEATHRAE, BT AR ERSIEGER, MESIACREA EEIER, SRRt Tz
GIAEAEALE, $13T% 415 B (Baddeley, 1992; Baddeley, 2001). K, TAEICIZ BA XHE BT 4.
FAEASERRE ). SRR, TARCIZ S 2N B AR R ARG, TARCIZHIK T HRE T ME
HI8 1R I UL I 2 b AR 1 3 /Y /% (Alloway, Gathercole, Kirkwood, & Elliott, 2009; Alloway, Gather-
cole, & Pickering, 2006; Deary, Strand, Smith, & Fernandes, 2007; Gottfredson, 1997; Rapport, Scanlan, &
Denney, 1999).

MCAER, DRI 53 1% Th RE RO B2 AN RO R AW 78 B R el L, T 7835 T 4R ik B i 2 Fos
O “FEGETY” BT GR)FEFHA AR IR (SR A TR 77, AH DG AR 90 5T A o B A A5 K 1) 2
P EFNE N BT 0T 5 (Gupta, 2016; Makin, 2016). % T TAEICAZX T @ g0AEn iR o tEAE M, itk
A TARCAZ I ZRsL BRI IG 58 o — D Fei iy B AE . 72 TARICIZ ISR, WFFiaE s AR e g
(KIAF: 55 2 D 2 1 R B R E, foe K PR BE I BSE ) TARICAZ R R IR AR & AR, 2012)0 T
VEICAZ AT 5% 2O TARIZ) T AR S (0. BUr B AESS), KBRS (Un: N-back 1£:5%), I TAE
AT (0 Bl B E R R BRI 6L, A W IR R B FR) . TARICIZ I ZRIIE 5T 12 H
ATIE, — AR LAEICAZBE R A1 i (near transfer) SN, 57— & RETS P2 AL F% (far transfer)
RN o UTIERE RN, BN AR ICAZ N ZRERTH AL TARCIZ 8l BEAH SR RN D) BE 77 Th BRI (n . TAET
12 WILF RN, WHE TARCZ IR eE 5 TARIC I AN E B A GO B DI RE R R I (AN : =) . BEAE .
B 15

WL T, CAMTFRIE B0k, T2 ZRae 8 B 2 52 mp i i TAE L 12 58 /1 (Banales,
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Kohnen, & Mcarthur, 2015; Holmes & Gathercole, 2014; Olesen, Westerberg, & Klingberg, 2004; Zinke,
Zeintl, Eschen, Herzog, & Kliegel, 2012). ¥TiEF RN AE — L4k ANFES EF IR, 40, Klingberg %5(2005)
I & A 8] TAE IS A2 I Gt e B b 2 shishs )L, KBS E X% LE i) TARCIZRE ) B iR
Westerberg & Klingberg (2007)H1 Holmes %5(2009) 73 A ZH KR A IR CARICIZ A &) LE, WE3 74
ISR B, TAECIZ IR B AE CA 7 AR BBy — B E € .

SR, AE 5 A N A E B 1T 7% o) @ SR AR AE R Sl 530 LA Jaeggi HIBAFI Melby-Lervég
RIBAAREE, B RS TAEICAZ I ZRae ™ A R T B RN, Ja 3 WA B AT SE RS R 9] AR D
fZINGraer= AT AN . BHT, TAECIZIIZRAT T 4 U B R A T i #e R e M AsE . A0k
X TARICAZ N ZRaz T % RN BT FE 50 4 T e, SR IR iE RS AFAE R BRI Re e, B Ja SUARSR BT Fe 4R
.

2. TF/FTERIDNSGEZEIBHMR

TARCAZ IRzt i 78 R8N (1) — > B B 7 2 IR v 1M R Jl i T2 FEAR %5 )1 5
R, I3 1 )LE MBS, B B B s i s AR R R R IZRI5 5 m 1 AT e
L% (Loosli, Buschkuehl, Perrig, & Jaeggi, 2012; Horowitzkraus & Breznitz, 2009). 4k, TAEIEZ )2kt
DR ECA S RE S . TR 2R TARICAZAR S5 0 R e 7s D 4F HEAT I 25, Molen 25(2010) R LI Z5R$2
i RARAE T B ERAE 55 B RS, IF HARREE TARICIZRE I HR S o R 45 SR 0 Holmes %5(2009).
TARIAZ IR Z BT LA P m MR B Bl 52 B2E 550l ae 7y, AR T REE T AR ICIZ RE Jx AN A2k e
R R H s T F (Hiteh et al., 2001; Alloway et al., 2009), IER 0L, IIEREm ME LIEICIZ 88 #0 RIS
g 1l R .

HEA TR I TAEICAZINZRREDE 52 5 — MO FIRE I B J1(GE) o AR B 722 — i B R At R
B IREEREE ST, EANB TR AR R . — IR, TRARE T2 S MU R IR I A
fit, HACEREA R AR LE 2l . Fb A5 5 TH B (Deary et al., 2007; Gottfredson, 1997). TAEICIZZR
RE FIRIPAT T REIAZ Lo (Ackerman et al., 2005; Friedman et al., 2006; Jaeggi et al., 2008; Garon et al.,
2008), # e LAEICAZR 2 TAEICIZ R A8 07T LAS m MA AR R ). RZEHT 5 #H KA N-back 1
5 X FE— AR i CARCAZ R e IR B AT I 2R, #1537 BN EE AR . Jacggl 55 A\ (2008) FIXUEH
n-back 5 UIZRIE R, INRMARAER SRR T HIAAR T RERT, IFHREE IR 5
ZiJa TAR ISR m s AH G, % FC RN A TARICAZ IR X A 71 3R FHAEAE R RN, IR I (]
HERA )R AA R 7 3 TR (AL 45 SRR L Rudebeck %5(2012)# Stephenson & Halpern (2013)). £5A X4
W IR, ISR P A S AN AR R 70, — 77 T2 HH T I ZRAE 25 A B 1)0d PR s A A3 4047 m
THEMZS S, X 5|8 g AHIIN T(RIFUAR ) B 75 AH 5 Im 1) mi A5 4 1 fe (G PR P2 A | Sh A AR e A1 5%
Hug, F3 T, RS (n-back) FUL AT 55 (G FA FE ML [F) =1 B JTRe ) (e ds i), T ™
A AT RE R BTN RE 1AM SR 7). 9250 TS I n-back IIZRAT55 0 K RlEE (5 AR 1B
ERMERE, XEERE LG, A IR MR S A 215w T A B AR RS LI
AT, TCor T BT ER R TR TARICAZ SRR RE 8 . oo Hr =2 nt BoA A R 55 B IR 240
SRR RIAT RGN BRGSO, B, oot wr LAk — B TR
TCAINGRIIZEIT R RN o Au Z5(2015)%F R A N-back 4 55 I ZRAHSC TARICIZ IR FE AT 1 i 1T # 808
T TR FC R I, INZRr=A TIR/ME B2 18 1 iE B N . 5 —%, Karbach 1 Verhaeghen (2014)
X NFARO0 2 DA ) $AT Dy Re A AR A2 I S i B S AT e A, 25 R BT ZRAE AR & )
Rz RS A T &5 7K o

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.91009 66 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.91009

AN S

B, FETARCIZ NG A SO AR R E A, (UL B AR IZ I ZRpe i se e = B4k
& 1) B BN F1ThEE(Au, Buschkuehl, Duncan, & Jaeggi, 2016; Au et al., 2015; Jaeggi et al., 2008; Jaeggi,
Buschkuehl, Jonides, & Shah, 2011). $ATIHREM TAEICAZ IR 2 AR RE /1 BB A EnThRe #iaE
A % (Karbach & Verhaeghen, 2014).

3. RETIERIZVISGRIBHM TR

SR, e TARICIZ ISR 1T RS B 75 & — B APAE . /D& A 5T ORI T E W s Redick
S N(2013) FE R AR AT BUE. n-back (E55 ISR, WM RAENISHIEAES, RAZHME & X
(n, HisCEmR(RAPM), i XCARHERSPM), REF/RICA APl % (Cattell Culture-Fair Test), #74%(Paper
Folding), A& MU ZREETHAAAR Ty as & . AL W 7 B AR K I 3T # 2482 (Harrison et al., 2013;
Thompson et al., 2013). 5 Jaeggi %5 A (2008) &I TAEICAZ I 2R g 1T 7 B FLARR 1 B 5E A —FE )
2, XS RIS T B S R T, AT SIS T L T R I AL, R 2 R Ty
2, 1M Jaeggi 25 NI F0 L AN 62 B ARUR 47 1) 4 E I A4 0 il i FOR A T B — PRI A4 0 £ (Bt S
4% (RAPM) B AE B =5 ) Bochumer Matrizen-Test (BOMAT)). A WL, SZ86 31 LA A & 05 2 AN [5) Bl 4
JE M K BRI 2 [ 45 AN — B R

BT REHT A AA—BMER, oo g B — P 556 5 8% TAEICAZ N ZR I T B R
F AL Au H Melby-Lervag 58 NTC o AR, 0 TAEICAZ I ZRm #2008 2 5 Fa e AT 1
WA .

AR Au %5(2015)LL K Karbach 1 Verhaeghen (2014)ZEARAT15< T TAEICAZ IR 0 20 A Fh R B k7=
A AR AME B3 B D i RS RN (AN HTIR), AR T X P [ T0 o il B A AE AN SCE w22, U Au
LI SCE PR T Google Scholar F1 PubMed %44 2, 2% | Psych INFO #1 ERIC H1#F & 4N 73 rbs
HER =R, 10 Karbach 25 NHI e Hrh BEE RS T AR AN, Wik, XRmE 23S iI1%
MEELER . Melby-Lervag il Hulme (2016)7EAIE | Karbach 55 AJu/rfrrh B4 2 5 . 84l Hom
S\ S T M A R, TARCIZ AT S VI G 7 RS AR /N 338 T 0 GROBiAE g = 0.05), 4¢
T EARE . XA RS AT TR TR o B i 45 RAH—E: Melby-Lervag Al Hulme (2013)8)7040 4
RO, GRS THE . P, B MRE S~ A mE RN, FIEFERN LERIL T EE R T
BN, HARFF AL 1 H Melby-Lervag F1 Hulme (2016)7 B E B i85 T Au Z2015) 750 W BB TS
SCERAE (g = 0.13)FNIG I LR A5G 07 126 2% 11 1) S0 2 5 I ARL{E (g = 0.10), RILAR S Au 55(2015) )7t
HEE R (g =0.24) A5,

DL BTG T8 RIOA—8 Saa it g bs . SCEMN . EHIHE TG, BAEIE
BN WO VEAN A X EERERNE, CRRRET RAEATR S, —REEE RN OER
R SCE AR A PSS RS E, P45 R 0 SCE A B (R 5 R 3R IR HREE] “ REMM”
TARCIZ NG 2E & /N ATEE . K, B TARCZ IR T R TE R0 S i s g M, TAREZ
SRR REPE AR LIRS, oA JIIEE R I ZRRe e AR T T RS .

4. WEBHHA—DFILAFRE

DA WSS R —ZAE T TARCAZINZRm TR 08 HI 5+, P Au Fll Melby-Lervag AR AT
FABNIE T Ie iR, BGBURIsHIA R R E . RUNAETHE . B2 755 M R T 40, B — B4R
X AS RN 5 AR AT e
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4.1. FARIEFIERIEE

Melby-Lervag Al Hulme (2013)fE70/r Mt et R TA . oA I I ZR8Sifsem, 4558
RIAA RIS R AT A2 R EARE R 2 R A9 el o i 41 B 2 N SN AN TR VE B 1E
IMZRRN . Au 55 N Q015 T AR 24T, 285 L A Sl 7= AR A A2 i ZEL AR 9 47 o) 2L 5 3 % 28 S AN A7 7
EFE, BIRE TSI B T R RN R T S AR R A A . Al AT IR Y, AR
2H v B TR ONEE SN A FL e IRIE R R T IEFE 45 R . Melby-Lervag A1 Hulme (2016)fRHRF%E T Au
NI EIRWLS, N Au S5 (2015) S5 SRS 16 U0 W] 1 42 2 v B R B SRS S i SR A B BN
WA HIZE, A AT ReAS 2 I ZRTTT 2 B IR ARG B 1 INGRBCR s 1 B AR Az i 204 mT DA i 4 A A5 IR KT
WEHE SRR e N EIN = A IR EE . BE4h, Melby-Lervag 1 Hulme (2016)id%5 H Karbach 1 Verhaeghen
(2014) 7553 M IR 20 5 RA R 428 ) ZH e 30 A% RO 22 5 FE AN S 25 (R 45 SR (p = 0.056), W\ b 25125 g 4 il 4H &
B A BRI IR SRR RS« Melby-Lervag Al Hulme (2016)%} Au 25(2015)49 NS & B IT /00T K I &
FREURK A o) 2L R 2 Y AR A o AL RO P 25 B 22 e S 3, PR B 1 AR A s i 2 1 B T e i 7% R PR 52

TS B 5E, Au 5(2016)[EI M3, Melby-Lervag Al Hulme (2016)iR M 1 4H P38 MR (R AR A% il 20 7 A
23 i ZEL A7 i W 22 S i R A T B ) R ) AR 2 ) 2580 AR (I R 2L /428 ) 4L o B PR S80S0 ) R e S o 2L PR RRRE )
PR ILEE SRR, 2L 1) 250 P B ) s BRI #8 U 8E o A 55 S BOPR - 428 i) A 15 L iy SR 3 RA. 1Y) B AR
WaE 1w, BT TTairds R 1), X85 RIFASCRE TARILIZ I ZRR008 =2 5%
LR . Au S — DR, RIABHEMAZERAULER 1A TRz b 42508 2 22 5 1)
RO, SrTH AR R AT AT RN B B v S IR SR IA O, (HEARRI R MATE R, KRR TE
7 6 1) 5 Y AR A7 1 ZELATT 5 PR N R AL K AR ATS (B 2 v T AR AR R L 9 ) N SR AL RN A O . LB A
Harrison %5(2013)F1 Redick 55(2013) AR 70K F 1 AR AR P2 il 25, (R AR Al 42 il 4L Ry 2R 0 A6 e i v AR A= o 41
WAFFEE SN AR . R, Au S8 AR, TARICAZ I ZR I E SN I A 2 i 2 i B
T e R RIE .

GERASEL It JLAMAT SRR 4
0.8 1
0.8 1 f * —*—
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Figure 1. Hawthorne effect data (a) and meta-analysis results (b) (modified from Au et al., 2015)
E 1. ERMNIBEHIE QS TATEREIELER () IERE AuF, 2015)

4.2. W I{E(Effect Size) T EHER
Melby-Lervag # Hulme (2013)#EA AT 1B AT 70 70 47 SCE 8T gain score THELIZRAANAR, B

Galn Score = ((POStTreatment - PreTreatmem ) - (POStCOmrol - PreControl ))/SDPooled Pre
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[PoStrrcament: WIZRZALFINIME; Preqcamen: WIERALATIIIME; Posteonwor: TEHIZH G IMIIME: Preconmor
PERZLATINIIME : SDpooteapre: BTG 55 HE 2]
Au Z5(2015)f8 1] Post ES FIH5L 3%, .
Post ES = (Post1,.ument — POSteonrar )/SDpooted

[PoStrrcamen::  MIZRALJGMIIE: Posteonor: FEFIALEIMIAME: SDpogrea:  BRAIRAEZE]

Melby-Lervag fl Hulme (2016)¥8H, A WEREAAKF bR 2 RN BRI, gain score
FITHR T A RIS . Au 25 (2016) A, Post ES fEFEAR Beaial i) ik 2 72 7t AN it 25 O i $id
N BRSSP L 5 D 22 P S AR HEAG I b B R RAORL&, HAZH SEOVEEVE 2 R S A5 BRI (n
Dunst, Hamby, & Trivette, 2004; Higgins & Green, 2011). Melby-Lervag 1 Hulme (2016) R BXFR, A% pE%
K ER IR NAETE SR FUINGELLE R Au 5Q016)[FIRFR, HEIAMMH Post ES IFHE 7%, H
AT FO S 26K T B % 22 5, HL A gain score [ VEE BT IA, 3 H RN EFH Post ES THE 1
SER LT RAH I Gpos 5 = 0.2415 Gaain scores = 0.239): AMTHEILIL 7, S 7070 Hr 404 G A RO ZH S 2 HRoAS
[F PR (2 N GHMANAETHE . CEANRZE . GF E SO MA AR T A FEN S R E R .

4.3. MEEZIKEHER

Melby-Lervdg Al Hulme (2016)IAN, NEIIZRI 7 b ik 70 AR BEN AL A INREA 2 R B R 2 1Y
B 7R, MATTEA Von Bastian “5(2013) B FREITE H, EAH FEHLZ 2 RSO0 T, BB R
B0 0.1 ANFRUEZE 7E B ER L 2 RINIE LT, @ IT B RIS 0.4 ANFRifEZE . 41, Karbach 1 Verhaeghen
(2014) [ TT 3 BT e T /IMEAR (5~ 12 ANMF ) EAT UM 3 A, 237 AR P B ) 45 R 22 - Salminen %5(2012) B
RRIEEL AN EN B FEREEER, SELANKEEEESR ., FL b, SR RIIEL KT
BAR IR G OB KT 2 AP R A, BESEAT, & A5, 2017; Chein & Morrison, 2010;
Jaeggi et al., 2011; Schmiedek, 2010). [F I, Melby-Lervag A1 Hulme (2016)38if, &A% ERLERSH
HH ™ LT R ) 4
5. mIEBHMHH—STL

TR0 2 i A0 R I B R 4 1, FRATTR D B0 I i B e R AEAE AT IR AL 1R . BT, W RUECRAE &
FI5e, IR N AE B R IR P A E . Yvonne Z5(2012) Y ZRE MR A F R MR TAE 12,
R I Zr Mo A5 Bl AR B SCHERE L Stroop 1155 L[z E#2 0N 5 Ko Salminen 5(2016)F1 Borella 25£(2014)
PRI R AR A5 2R . 5940, AR ICAZ VN GRAERE R AT o ReiE 78 RUR I8 H BN . X ADHD
JLE . RN RS RO B DL A CARIEAZ A8 UK R BT TAE A RIS T R B, Il
SRR TR, PE s T HEEE ., Bais LRSI 8t (Holmes et al., 2009; Klingberg et al., 2005; Loosli
et al., 2012; Mj et al., 2010; Westerberg & Klingberg, 2007). BAF, &S BIHLRZ N TR 8. b,
Foroughi 55(2016) &K I, UK 2R HARAESE A ENRE 1 N EEBIHL, FRARE JIE U205 B4 e 2
FHY TARER I 5 B 10 A p, (HIHIAR RN ARREE LG . FHb, Jacggl FFQ2014) W5
R, EBIRHIBEL) MRS RN, A BOE 4 & B 2 AOm B 8L B fm, AN )
AT E SRR T A RN, (Jaeggi et al., 2014), AI UL, AR — LRI HIFRIE L &, THe
AN FER T A 25 RA—B R N EAERRZ, A iFF(Holmes et al., 2009; Mj et al., 2010) &K, T
YEIRAZ N Rzt iR B N ANTE N S5 0 BB A, 1T 78 I 25 J DN 1) o — BBt (] (g ik b A H B, B AT BB A AE
CEIRIERRUL” o AR BRI A, A5 AT 78 nl VR — 4R

Hig b, TARRIZ NG EmiT BN EA TR . A EITBARN MRS, Bilsohs
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PRI /& PRIMs (Primitive information processing element)# 8 (Taatgen, 2016). ZIRfRE, Mttt
FrE ARSI ZRIT, IIZd b 3 m il m — Bl Jndzfe, XA 1 — SO B RE ] 72 el e AT
K PR, AR S B AR R R I . XA B MR TAR A2 I 2Rz 7% RN ATL il 42 it
2% . CRMIINGES 5T AES Z MAAER S EE, HACRU A sE A EM RIS, (HXATES
FAF e INZRaRt TR EeBERME A, wT LB a3 m MR R RE, X P AR IR A 2 58 T AT 45 75 2L
fy, BEMAE TR . 2REE, TARCIZIGSE S T LARCIZRE ), XA R i — oA A g I 4t
FEAERE L WROHT S R R R, DI RENE P AR AR R R . AR, TAECIZ IR i
IEFE R FUSEAEAERY, H o2 B T 58 i A 1 i VR E A8 B (R B2, A 36 A SR Fe 45 R A — B0 JRi T

6. MIRRE

BB AT & 2 B — B S R AT A T AFE G, ROR TR EMOE 2 IR R . BifHh, KRN
WHoe i 7 R E ARSI, — L P ARG L &, RS BORAS, DUE B T
KT WERMAERHE B RG H—I7, 0] LG5 8 R I SRiT R RO B . A Lemf
Ft(Jaeggi et al., 2008 ; Jonides, 2004)¥8H, YIZAEF AT AL S LB AILEFIN TIA, TN A 2K
. AN, SR RN GES SER B RSN ARMTES L, AR e S NE RR, RiE
o B U E VAR DS b, ARSR I I8 AT I ERAT 55 Ja 11 7= A2 AN [RIE A8 S5UR X T T gk — AR i 58, IniRxt
ITHLGIEEME . S94h, MEZERIINGIT BRI S g R E, W golahl. MEIREL %=
5. AR SR, R BAREINLI T 2 — A St 22050 LA R I ZRF2 P 1A R I (1 - SR FH Vi A%
T, ASEIRBIAURIE A 2 X Y ZR R ™= A AN [ (1) 52 (K atz et al., 2014). ARRAELIE 1T E AR
INAE NEE, WRICHTR N . R2Z i ca®Ry, @il T IgME TAEICIZ e 7158
=, #5559 RPAT RGHE <(Baddeley, 1992; Baddeley, 2001; Swanson & Berninger, 1996; Westerberg &
Klingberg, 2007). A 5= fllZrHh VAT R GE, BLVFRE BIMIIZR I IR OREIE RS N . tAh, B EEHT
FAWARE VI, H AT TR 38 RS % R Sk b WA — MR e 4 R, TARid izl hc
TERAPLREA R, X HBS RGBT > Bz, FF X B 05 T A 7 A B TR A TR G
AR BT IR RN IR, DR 4y BRAR TAF 1L AZ U ZRoze 3T A% 1A R S AR ur 44 AT LK

FiAh, BT AEARRIE 5 EE B B BRI PEAT 5T, 5 R R AR AR I AR IS AZ i AL . ARSI
F RO AT IR, DL B oy T S AR RE . AL, ARIERT 4L B PRIMs BHie, TAEIdIZ
WIGRZEIT % 208 5] R A BTN GRAE 55 R 55 1R il S e D EBAESE, &SRS
AT R R & 2 () 7 R P Bl S A e ) B B AR R AT IR . B AR ICAZ IR TR O E
AR LA FE TARILAZ % o 58 IR R, 7850 R R ARSI B ) 753, W& 2 22 S (R R 23 b i)
HSRE, HIRFNH ESFEEN T A %A FAE R DL 2 KA Eab T il X064 B 1k —
SRR AR, R =S IR IR SR KR .

BJE, ARV LT ELEME T AR AEE 2 1kl . BA DA AR, TAEEZINZRAT R
B (I B AR 22 WL Y 25028 (Metzler-Baddeley, Caeyenberghs, Foley, & Jones, 2016; Olesen et al., 2004;
Thompson, Waskom, & Gabrieli, 2016), B4R F T F % N # Z AL FIWF 72 A2 - Greenwood Al Parasuraman
(2016)%F N FIUNZRIE I M S HLRIBEAT T WP IRER, AT Fe 45 S om iR 1 33 B2 i X AT 7% (1) G B A
o B TAERIZ ISRz TR s LA 75 B8 2 1) SEUE R 00 DLAR AR o

SE

XN HFE, BAK2012). TAECAZ IS INE DI RERKINFIE RAE M. EEFIZH A, 20(7), 1003-1011.
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