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Abstract

It has been nearly 60 years since the similarity-attraction effect was proposed, and it has been
widely verified in the fields of attitude, personality, hobbies, etc. Theoretical researchers have
formed a reinforcement view represented by the reinforcement-emotion model and a cognitive
view represented by the information integration model around the core issue of why similarity
can bring attraction. This paper first reviews the research paradigm of similarity-attraction and
the most widely studied similarity types, and then reviews and compares the representative theo-
ries of reinforcement view and cognitive view. Finally, we discuss the theoretical points to be
grasped and the problems to be solved in constructing a more comprehensive and detailed theo-
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retical model of similarity-attraction effect. This paper tries to provide some inspiration and ref-
erence for the theoretical researchers of similar attraction effect.
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1. HE{AIR 538k

ZHTCL “PLAREE, NVAEES” , ARV R BN BATE SRS RATHBIR A . #2025 Byrne
& N(Byrne 1971, 1961; Byrne & Clore Jr., 1970) & Jfeidid SEU6 1) 5 1A WL BIARAE 5 W8 51 77 2 ] R R S0
R, s TARRES B Ee ] 5 N BRI 51 77 2 [BIAFAE ) TE TR S 1t 56 2R, FRRF X — RN A& AR 51 773 (Law
of Attraction) (Byrne & Rhamey, 1965). J&Zit 7o AW 41X — AR T 2 J7 A I SEiE e, BT
AEALA UL 5 B &% E (Byrne, 1961; Hampton et al., 2019; Singh, 1973; Singh & Ho, 2000), AL 248K 4t
PRI 5] 7174 (Aron et al., 2006; Jamieson et al., 1987; Lundy et al., 2013; Selfhout et al., 2009; Sprecher et
al., 2015), [FFf, MEEERYE B OENSZ AL A (Byrne et al., 1967; Byrne & Griffitt, 1969; Grosz et
al., 2015; Hudson & Fraley, 2014; Layton & Insko, 1974), tEER5H A AEBG MUK ST RIA
(Bakar & McCann, 2014; Davison & Jones, 1976; Gillis & Avis, 1980), BIf§ @ S0 50 E M /N 22 B LT
AMASE T AL BV 5 3 K IH 7 T 2 5 4H(Chu & Lowery, 2023; Pinter & Greenwald, 2011).

AL 517 A N\ B BB A 2 P B i 3 FI AT 70 iR 2 — (Berscheid & Reis, 1998; Berscheid & Walster,
1985), )"z M T HAZHEAR B N bR B8 fig #t(Kang & Liu, 2019; Rodrigues et al., 2017), AT IR0
T AR OC R e (Bakar & McCann, 2014), P AE8s 103 2 S84 FH(Fu et al,, 2018; Herjanto &
Amin, 2020), 22 H &G+ BRI AT & 2% J5 i (Ruijten, 2021) . SRTTARAER 51 HIEB BT 74K IH 2 — AN T
BOHEARE—BIRR W A, BRI, A A R N BR5] 12 B AR 51 RN A AR 51 7
EMREER B RE B S 0 R T E AN R B B A, 2 A AR R A R A B M
FI5EAL M (Byrne & Clore Jr., 1967; Byrne & Clore Jr., 1970; Clore & Byrne, 1974; Clore & Gormly, 1974;
Singh, 1973, 1974), H T @&imEABIEIEN A5 IR S AT A0 PEAS AT 82 IR 51 7 B\
(Ajzen, 1974; Aron & Aron, 1996a; Aron & Aron, 1996b; Berscheid & Hatfield, 1969; Condon & Crano, 1988;
Insko, 1973; Kaplan & Anderson, 1973; Montoya & Horton, 2014).

XN AAAME A R AN BRG] 777 X — e @A T I8 W), B S E R B I . BB R,
W FEARABAR 51 RS TS AEMLAR, ST bRt NBRI 5] B - A7 LT IR R, A B THES) A 5 3
TS A TR IR 5 B2, [EIAE, T AN BRoC R AU A BRI 708 KU, R A0 TR 51 ) B B AL,
G R NN e A DL (VUG B 2 = PO R I 5 b 2 i 2 N [ B2l 111 3 b P 1 9 = 1T P 6 0 E
PEATRI S DR OB R, AMUBE S Ts A N SLAGET R A BRI R, iR 52 m AR 37 i B9 AT RA
G1E WHREAT N BEINEMTIIG RN . Moo, 1A 5 5] ) 2 R /G B TR &%
JCHEFIAL AR, (RIS At T 0O B AN AR R IR NI . SVARTT AR S I ELR e 7oA AL 4
ZUNHE R TR SRR 3 5 WA, G B T HES G L AN | 5 O RAE I A BR BB It 22 K R
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AT SR AR AN 51 RN K SEAE BT FUEAT (DB, A AR AR 51 RN R T8 2R B R T 2 ik TE A
AU ST, T J e B SRR A 51 BRI 7 SR IT IR T, PIT AL 458 A BRI FF AN — 58 2 T AALLIR 51 RN BT 244
EHE SN ANMAE SN B AR S T 98F BT f s, e, AT E 2
FEACAIRG 51 28801 2 Ve A 7R 7 127 48 418 ) B 08 2 AR5 EEAAE P i AL

2. ARSI RER
2.1 EEEEALER

Byrne %5 \(Byrne, 1961; Byrne & Clore Jr., 1970; Byrne & Rhamey, 1965)FF & 1 H T 75 Z=AH IR
(zero-acquaintance) % & B Bt R W51 J1 VA i 7 X, BROM AR BE 2B Y= (bogus stranger paradigm) =i
A $A (phantom-other technique). fEIZIEINT, 7 46 HH AR 78 ks i IS FEENAS PEE MR, — 2
JE 5 PR AR (B S50 5, A S I — 0 P R Al 1R 23 5 25 56 T S s B SIE e 5 AR K R A R 17 s
BRIV E 25 8, %V 25 Ll B FE B i e 1 BT I 5 (RS BE BN VP T, DL R 8 N 1 22 A
WAERS . PR, SIS AR ) S IUATRE b A NS VT RS AR VT e 5 R — Bl — B
FERXTAIAMEREAT N, BEJS, P B iR 4 KA B A2 N AR R PPAl L 51 g, DT ARABL A T
We sl s . R PE AR AT A N BRI S i s & a2, BRI SE IR sk i R VEE S R, JFH
RE B 0T PR B AT A R R, )2 B T AR 5 i BRI F 7T H (Aron et al., 2006; Cann et al., 1997; Chu
& Lowery, 2023; Hampton et al., 2019; Insko, 1973; Jellison & Mills, 1967; Montoya & Horton, 2004). %A1,
1290 2 TR ) 1) R A AR S RIS, B S0 4 31 110 G T At N P v P8 M 1 285 BN A 1P Aty 25
AL 5 B NBR B3 T ARG B TS BAFET, B, g IR T S NBr B3 T IAH
BRI 51 280

22. L EHFHER

4 H 7R (social interaction paradigm)ak iz H 53 R (live interaction paradigm) /2 F T 4t ¥ 4H
1 (get-acquaintance) ¢ R BT B N 51 1B D7, T 0 FUIRE MER I %0 s AR A P £ 22 i
(speed-dating paradigm). TEIZVE T, PHAS A WLk 1] f B A= 4 a ik — VR L SE N B B 80 A oA B AE B A
W BB, 70 AT DL AT i A B R FR A %5 (Hampton et al., 2019; Sprecher, 2014; Sprecher,
Treger, & Wondra, 2013a), HH#RAUT eI R fe 4 S, B0 5EA AT B2 ik, Wl blik
PR B G T . BRI A S 8 15 A8 IF E f 8 (Sprecher et al., 2015; Tidwell et al., 2013), B &5 1%
WA LE B FEARLE . RS DR B . Ha Eae B AR AES Y, i8R KA LX)
NIRRT BANR AT, [RIt ] DRI AR P A2 N84 &, i, Byrne (1961) &1 & 3N
A 5 5] 71 2 RN TR 2 5¢ &R, fE AL 2 B ahya 2 R 0 BH 52 ) 95 8531 2% (Montoya et al., 2008;
Sprecher, 2014), T # i B FR VT € (AN 2 5 B35 G AP 20 45 24 s 8 A2 e Bl W 51 77 (Hampton et all.,
2019; Sprecher et al., 2015),

3. MRy AR
3.1 SERMES ARE

FEHE A PO A R THEAT 02, AT I S I R A AR 5 AR A . S BEATLL P (45 )
IR EA . 538 kRIS 4 7 T ) SR S R R R A5 (Byrme, 1961; Montoya & Horton, 2004),

Bl R S 7 T 25 B AP TR BE (Smiith et al., 1993), BRAN N Z 4 H AR (Aron et al., 2006; Hampton et al.,
2019). A% 2T ORI 78 AL 35 5 TR 28 A% (Hudson & Fraley, 2014; Klohnen & Luo, 2003), KT A
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(Cemalcilar et al., 2018), HZS AR 4k R (Fu et al., 2018)% BRI AR 51 RN A BAIE . SEAEAT 7238
T LA BE 5 N RS AR X W 5| ) T 555, A BREABA I 25 FE X W 51 7 1) Pt 44 FH B2 58 (K lohnen & Luo,
2003; Miller, 2017; Singh, 1973),

3.2. SEPRMAMME SIS

T HRARDURR BE B PPN & HEAT 2028, mT DA ARAAE 20 DRy SEEBR AR BAE 5 SR AR BA T o S BB Ll P4 2 45 e
SR FISE BEE AL B A BOE i TH AR B AL . FE R R PE A NV, SEBRAH AU R di Sk bR &
T T AR AR ABA I 3 A ) 5 A 2 2 TR R AR AR B, — R DA EL R 1 55 (Byrne, 1961; Singh et al., 2017b).
MAE#E 2 Bahya i, e bRl i v 5 B3 X7 78 A SRS P2 W 6 2 T8 AR AR ALAREE P (B AH 5% Z 30k
7~(Cemalcilar et al., 2018; Hampton et al., 2019; Sprecher et al., 2015; Tidwell et al., 2013). EE0AHLIE &5
MR H CVFE S B RO, GIEERE R WBUARIE . MBEL . AR RS
AN B CRARRRR R, B B MEFE PE IR I & e 4 2 T R BN 5 B AR . A
MG 22 B B2 AR JZ T AL, SRR T AR i IR AR ALL P AR T S B AR ABL I o T8 51 77 F 93
4 B 58 5% (Cemalcilar et al., 2018; Montoya et al., 2008; Sunnafrank, 1992; Tidwell et al., 2013), {HiX th 7] A
2 TR A ME S 5] ) Z 3 AAEXUA PR RE R &R, W2 i, B Ut BE AR 1A 4 Sk e At A AR AU B
#1 - F+(Collisson & Howell, 2014; Morry, 2005; Sprecher, 2014).

4. HEARSIFBLIERY
4.1. RS8R

ARACAIR, 51 RN () Bt Ak V5 48 ML 2% PP B, S R A ALk B 22 S PR AR B LA 1) S A B SRR AEE
AN SZ 58 A BRI 1 R 7 A 1 4 RS — D SR TR ] g AR AR ] AN P SR A I B S AR
Byrne 2 A\ (Byrne & Clore Jr., 1967; Byrne & Clore Jr., 1970)#&H KI5k - 54448 RAM (reinforce-
ment-affect model).

SElL - RERE

Byrne #ll Clore Jr. (1967)45 i 2 ML FAF th— i) . A SR BLROMRE, I ELORSE 0 M3 A T 5 v 42
TEAMARIBEAR TR, XM RN LEEShHL(effectance motive), 17 B 575 2 B BESIHLAIF ) B A sk 2%
FEs A DR B 5 XK RE 08 ik /2 R RE S LI 40 T AR LM N R O 5 3RAT TR A A AL . A5 BB
fE, PR RS Sk B H.3h U7 () —F0A 5] (consensual validation), M 2 ANMA RO RCRESIHL, FFiE—25
ki KW 51 71 (Clore & Byrne, 1974), W&, FOVHEIEAR S BA LR, T LA T AL X
GARIGE) T NBRE] . SR, SIAFA AR AR, B TCm 2 8 meshil, BmA gET R
W5l 73 (Byrne, 1971). RAM SRIFSEALE B B0V LR AE 4 AE R, DA REOUR AEAEAAR SR B 51 2 5
(Byrne & Clore Jr., 1970; Clore & Gormly, 1974).

EAR Byrne S5 NTFA T AR 51 ROSWT FTI ST, (B G St 783 BRE N R RE HE R A2 AN 0 2 1 A
AR 5 RN . Kaplan F1 Anderson (1973)# I AEMARA B IRS HRIEIL T, LIRS Z K< R
TRIROL . F34h, SEINFITEAS B E T 51 PP 2w A IUARALAR 51 R SiA5 2 1 19 58 (Montoya & Horton,
2004, 2013; Singh et al., 2007a). 734k, RAM O ICIEMERE Jytt 20 AN Ak i B B B 25 45 B 2 A B o
(R AR LA, 51 %% 3 (Berscheid & Hatfield, 1969; Montoya & Horton, 2013), FHABLKITH A% 55 B AN A 7E AR AT (1)
I A BE T R 5] Ji(Slotter & Gardner, 2012), LAAARAUE S 22 %5 T 51 ) BA AR AR BN S5 R
(Singh & Ho, 2000).
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4.2. FRIAIR S HTA T

AFABAMR 51 BRI 00 88 V8 A A B T AR BT B AT I PP A 2By 51 ) IR B I R, S 5R A
HIRARMZ, XKV N NFIE R R A 5] = A 2 f . FEAFEE B LER IPM (in-
formation processing model), H ¥ kit SET (self-expansion theory), APBriW 5| —4EfEHE% TDMA
(two-dimensional models of attraction), LA H3AT 3= X HEHE (self-essentiallist reasoning).

421 ERMIER

E RN TAEAL IPM (information processing model) ¥ AR AR —Ff “f5 BIR” , FFMEEH “B”
5«87 PR TS R E AR S R R, IPM ORI B B NS . B AR AEIR
gl E B, RGNS 283 L YOE TG IREREE. X TER “B” W75, 1PM
o AN A T B CITREE A BEAT AR RFAE 20 B IF HIE#A 1 (Insko, 1973), Bk, MAH I
HESMHUMmAR “FBiF” “FHK” K(Ajzen, 1974; Kaplan & Anderson, 1973; Mclaughlin, 1970), 7 H.
NN 5 AR N . 3h 7 B A B AR ) (Berscheid & Hatfield, 1969), Xt A A AJGEE R H
(Aronson & Worchel, 1966; Condon & Crano, 1988). Mixf T{5& “&” M7, IPM & H8 2 (1015 BlkEE
SN 5] J(Kaplan & Anderson, 1973; Tesser, 1971), {4, 568 B FEAH BT — S L S REAE RE MK
31 J3(Montoya & Horton, 2013), 35355 I\ K115 JE [0 ¥ 725 2 tH R 65 498 5 AFBAIR 51 2803 (Montoya & Horton,
2004).

IPM 5 RAM [ 2 SARILAE A FITEAR A 51 08 R B M 6 b %%, RN SRS IR R T
[, IPM PSRRI E R TG 7 O3S R, T RAM RG] 77 9 WAL & TR S, Byrne
4 \ (Byrne, 1961)7F % 11 A\ il £ 2% 1JS (Interpersonal Judgement Scale) /& W 51 /1 (kif4it T H, Hd /s
PRI 7 B R St — A R, AT PRI TR IR BT B IE SRR T
VAT, AR, RSB TRt 10S S IEIE R AN B VE R 51 0 B ROE Al FR AR (Nesler et al.,
1993), PRIAAEIEAL S50 51 & #H B AR i 0 BRI F2 (Montoya & Horton, 2004; Singh et al., 2007b). H%,
FENATS W51 7 B 75 T, RAM AT B B pEAL 5 08 51 7 TR e A2 BRAEAR S B 51 2 J5
KA (Byrne & Clore Jr., 1970), AR 51 A FIAEAE AN R 2B (P RIS #2 B T 5] 712 Hi(Aron et al.,
2013; Aronson & Worchel, 1966; Kaplan & Anderson, 1973; Montoya & Horton, 2020), 3&iEiAKINT T 5 #1
(k2 1E . Montoya 1 Horton 5 £57 FfF %% % (Montoya & Horton, 2013)%f KL 51 5087 (9347 1 764 HT EE
BT IPM 5 RAM [IEHEGETS, @258 240 NG =mtoe, AR T ARRIVELL G AR EEE M
IR S AR 5| AR AR R, AR T IPM X T AR 51 RO T2 (RIARRE 7. A AR A A
RN T ARSI 51 R0 B8 BF 90 6 2 A R, A (R 8 77 PR A TEORS 20 () N S R M ARBAR, 51 B2 (LA R

4.2.2. NBRIRS|A 4 EHRE

Montoya Al Horton (2014, 2020)$2H T W5 F11f) 4 #7 TDMA (two-dimensional models of attrac-
tion), SRYAANPRNT TA N5 E S R 25 AH I BT Al Ik A2 DA B A 0 A e IR 51 77 7= A R R i
TDMA F& W 51 F738 T 95 N4k B A KNPt . RS 1 (competence) Al i J& (willingness), i JIiFAS f& 16—
NEA e (2 dE a2 A N B ARFIAS AN 28 SEL ) S 5T, T = P At 2 i — A N R3S B & i s B
NN BHFAA AR G IFEE . TDMA YME AL AL Dy “SEARES)” A “BE4F” 0T 4, JF
ELARBAA N BE AT R 2 A B X O, AT B B s 1 R B O H PR SE BRI 2 L AU RIS Bl . R,
TDMA B8 5 5 1) RE 0 PEAN AR VTR A AN BE B 5 3 AR N

TDMA 5T B8 ) A BE PR AN 4 B2 A A A 5 [ AE ML BB AT 8 I SR SCRF . fERE IVl 7
MM, WA R IR AL N B 5 fE /1 (Atkinson et al., 1981; Good, 1975; Mclaughlin, 1970),
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e

I HHd A BE F1 P-4l BE 8 A AR S5 5] 1 22 ] Y 2% & (Montoya & Horton, 2004; Singh et al., 2014;
Singh et al., 2007a; Singh et al., 2017b; Singh et al., 2007b). £ &R H, FF AR AFBIRA
F A A REE XK E S(Hampton et al., 2019; Singh et al., 2014; Singh et al., 2007b), f H.E IS FFEIRIA
(Singh et al., 2016; Singh, Wegener et al., 2017b; Singh et al., 2015), X ti#—HH 3k T AR5 /7.

VER—ARTIRG] JIHH 4 EE R, TDMA KT AR 51 2508 ML R 78 A B8 X, AR T ]
PAXT TDMA DA PAili P A 4E 52 (00 B T2 59 bn 04T 58 3% . FERE VAL J71HT, TDMA 5if T REI 5 A
HARIIIC R, AT H AT TDMA B fsi F i & T 2 2% 5 (respect) (Singh et al., 2016), HH L5
Cooen R RRAEAETE P LLE T “oee A RER O — M ARKSTREE T, AT B A GE 5
H 5 90 5 1 RIS 3R Be % B0 A5 5 AR I I — MR8 1 AR, (]IS 9 e B 4 b TR W 5] 77 o A SRV A T T
TDMA AR B T AN T N BRIV 2. AT A S HEIIES, X—& U5 HE T (trust) i
X FEARDG, DR, SHIERE O E AR AR R E 55 47 (Singh et al., 2017a), T [FIFEAE 0 B EIFAL 4R bR
FEL S HEMA AT H S FE XK (Singh et al., 2014), #2168V 5E I (Awale et al., 2019; Chen &
Guo, 2021), Singh %5 A (2018)%i t B VEAG T REAE 2 4EFEIN, AR SR AT AT AR 5 2% 7 (1 B B 72
PRBEAN ) B BV R AR 2 18] 1 9C Z2 RO 51 70 F0 f AH S 2 2

4.2.3. BEYKEL

Aron KIH(Aron & Aron, 1986; Aron & Aron, 1996b)$i¢t | H 34 kB it SET (self-expansion theory),
BB TR R R T (AR ARG 2R BIA) RIS RR I, 9 ARABAE 51 N At 1 — T T A %0
B MARE. SET fi thAM& S5 AR HR(EA B IR K HUAI T K, B 7K H W E T3 58 R H AR
AEJ7. M EIRALRR IR (Aron et al., 2013), TGS L R —MiE M N BEIR. BB AR B
NI T B A& A SEI B Ry 5k 730 SET ARk, S5HOAARMIAREEHEZ M E RS 5K
Blex, RIAHA R B3RS 5KIERE, FrlBAWS1 ), EX SRS BN FEAT &, B SET NN
FIT A AR 23 B BRI G, 2 PR 9 ARBLER SR AN e iy RAH L T AN RN BE 2 1) B3R ik AL 2>, SR 0
AAEERSEELERY KA AT GEME(Aron et al., 1998; Aron & Aron, 1986, 1996a; Aron & Aron, 1996b).
Aron %5 N\ (2006) & I 4B iR A3 R — B S R T REESL IR I i, AHALANR 51 RN 32 ) 1 HI 55

G SET, AU Br b= A 5l 7, 2252 i TR AL NG 58 i R T Rk RE 60 2 1 3R 5K I 75
K, MARBMERD 5 B3RP 5K AW BE 2 AAEAEAH DG AR . SR, SCUERTFEENA3 3] 1 1 337K I8 AE (BRI F5UH
REfE I\ — B R IR 1 B 3RA 5K) X5 T AR 51 HA7 IE 18] 9 H /v #F FH (Hampton et al., 2019; Hilaire, 2013;
Sprecher et al., 2015; Sprecher et al., 2013b), WHLZHE, MENNE B CFEABIRI NG L EE K REEBTTE
ARSI EZ ) BIFY 5K. ZPrPLR LS B EOA — SR, AR AR S AL e F RO x T B
sk rE e rIl & T RN T Aron (1996a)7E S ) 1 EL 6 o BT X 43 I e 5 T BE /N 4E 2 . 5 TDMA
—HF, SET HXFEXT T AIAR 51 BN E T PO ORI R = o 18, IF BAE RIS AN B FREIA
HIVEA e ERT, H2 SET AN B B 51 7 BN TR 5E PR 38 2 T (14 9K 58 A ROR T 51 g ARG 8
WSS . AR, AUIRATIATED, BR T —REERR T BRI HLIAT 7S LLAM(Aron et al., 1998), AR T SET
BV P A28 0 R 51 A EATRIE ST, T 3K I 4 52 1) P DX 2 0 AR LA IR 51 R e 0 2 70 B 1
9 SET Tl 1 PRANE 2 3 9 SARAUMEAAAEAN R R OR &, I — 2B 5] /g

4.2.4. BERAEBRENMERE

B, Chu F1 Lowery (2023) 3 Az AfF 58 #F 30k 1 H 3ASJ5 3= CHERE (self-essentiallist reasoning) e #H LMK
SIS RETEN L . B FRAR 3 SCHERLR —Fid s — RINRZE WIER . @A 5 U Rk T L E R
MR, BIRAR SRR AR AP IR, B0, AMRIE TR RZ AR — P HEWT S Al E
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WA ZTRIAAL, 580, AMERET SR B RAR, Eid 5 RS AL 3 C=
A 0T IS 1R (I S, S [ ) IO SRR e Uk — 2B s R TN BRI 51 I S I8 WL T R
(moderation-of-process approach) i) SE4e AR IGIE | B FRAG 3= S B B B R 2 AR AR 51 38 72 1L
il - HLIE I /N RS 3 (minimal group paradigm) 46IE T 1% — 4 2 i AR (R REAZ LE T SE IR BEATL 43 Bic 1 7 A2
(1 5 /N2 T AR AL |

T H3RAS T 3 SCHEFR )58 /NP B, RIE S HEI At N 5 B OB A A () X6 0 ik 53 F S e AN T 7 A
NBRI ] 7, X FERR AL 5 Byrne Fl Clore Jr. (1967)FHRAY — 175 28R4 W (AR LA PE B AT 5K & 1k 10
OB EANTESE M, SRk - BERAGA, MR TR MR TS 4l i AR
SRAMARUE N & F3RAR T —BOARE, i —d 52 By B s A E F IS AR B B A7 R o B
TG T, X AU B AR AR 5| 8 SR A S D EDOR AR SRR RI A, BRATIA, X2 B 22t i H i —
NG ERAR RS, W N 12 1) W A5 D s R RN 28 6 W 51 07 A v i EAR A F

5 RE

ZE b, RN S A TR AR AR 5 AR AL, FRATTIA N RZ AR [ B 10 22 hORN 75 e e ) ) 4 «
B, S DA LA X AR AR 51 AR SR AR SR, Byrne (1997)48 HiFR 11525 LA R A
ATRERSI AL S RO AR, FIRE, AR SR IEDRT A ES ot g R AR AL 51 RN HR A A 2 B PR s HLIE AR
(Aron & Aron, 1996b; Chu & Lowery, 2023; Montoya & Horton, 2014), SZiEHF7¢tH FIREIE BIE % e H AN
AR EIEOL T, BRI 5 — B0 FEA AR 51 72 7548 B A k57 1) A /R F (Hampton et al., 2019;
Singh et al., 2014; Singh, Wegener et al., 2017b; Singh et al., 2007b). % —, ¥i{ 5 SHFHT 7T M 1% 1 B &AL
HIAE R Z AR R, B E RS HA PSR RAEE, #a1, Singh 25 A (2014) 5k F L
BTl -5 SPATR A ST A N &R RN RSS, i 2 AN ISR AL - T,
57 B A TP R B 51 7 B B4R B (Singh et al., 2018; Singh et al., 2017b; Singh et al., 2015), TDMA
AR 5| 7R o> e B Rl AR B A SR A F (Montoya & Horton, 2014). 5=, A AEEHXS
AR R B S 6 R AT BAR R B FL, AR 5] EAS [F] ¢ JR B B 30 AN [5] 1 280 5 55 (Amodio &
Showers, 2005; Montoya et al., 2008; Sprecher, 2014), [E¥f, AR 5] 4EAR[E S R BB Al §E 32 RIS [F) 48 &
Igem, i, IR R m AR APR G R, AR B AHRUEANE T — AR oC R P AR S
W5 ST HITELENLE, SR, SRERATTAT AN, MR W AR B AR I EA AN R o6 R EAL b )R I = R I
TR AH R BB AR A, PRI, REAEABAIR 51 RS A5 A THIAARE, RIAEASBE I SR8 B R R B 5 R R

6. B

R E1 7R3 H K 60 47, ESRAIAIR 51 RN CANIE B, SR BRI T AR TH & — AN TR
SR, AR 7E 58 A — AR MR 2 A5 B FAR — N AR R BT A A 1), SR A5 DA RO A P A
MRS T A B 58 3 A B ISAE R AAN AT B AT RS BRI FERE SR AL — MR P AN B R e,
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