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Abstract

Counterfactual thinking is mental representations of alternatives to the past to the individual.
Early research mainly concentrated in the theory and produced process of counterfactual thinking.
Recently, measurements, behavior intention and self-worth protection function of counterfactual
thinking and counterfactual emotion are also gradually taken seriously. This article synthesizes
plenty of foreign and inland new researches of the concept, the categories, measurements, func-
tions and correlational studies. As a new measurement method, counterfactual potency promotes
the development of the counterfactual thinking. The application of counterfactual thinking is full
of expectation in the field of mental health.
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1. 5|8

SR BYERNIE R QR T IEN, BT AT O SR S AL 1AL B AR L (mental simulation) .
B LSRR RE BT RAE, Bl AUPRIATIB A I9(HIH), AT A 2L X BURIE 1 (45
W)e MEFERFLEYE, 209 1A B AR, XA AT A B AR g B A A 2 T,
MHRHCGE A A KIS B o Byme AN RSB YR NAEFR R, WREARFLELE, AMIARES
WS, AN AEER RS, Nafiaana s, Ao A B, AL ERE N NIX
A5 S 45 (Byme & Tasso, 1999). RFSZBYEZ NREIREZNE, ERmPOAFIES) A EEZK
TER, ERAMRLE R BE T FABLSL i R VI B 0 E Z G, A7 R S S5 AR M T K 2 R R e s
BYER PN 2R RS, IEHREEE AR TR AR, g 5 2 R 32 31 %40
SR H AL, B R R AP 2 BOR B AR SRS AE R T, A AT RIHEZR £ 97 S S s 18
eI 77 SRR TS, BEA ORVE S S S B AE D RE I SRR I, AT 5 T BRI 1 Se sl R . ARATT
TOILRIL S5 2SI FEL 28 ATk 1) 5 7 2t e AT RS

2. RESLBHENEN RN
2.1. X

SSRGS R R 5SS S AR F R T R BEAT B ) — MO B R
DOET, 5k B BARL A AL, 4. B Kahneman %5 AT 1982 HF4EHZES
(Kahneman &Tversky, 1982), WEE GG T BHORE X, K. RIEARGHER “Biglige”,
FEARN I ZORES K — MR, JF BRI S R Rk (K45, RIEAT, 2003). ¥ 55 WA LRI
B R ZE” , LA “ifee-eecthen” FIREAUSEAF A ELREMIOR: M\ X b 32 2 DL RE S TE U RAE A B 42
REASEHECH T3, 2004) o TR SR LA S s S B 4E " SE Y] SEARF& HAREE 5 3, fh4s & prefactual
55 “counterfactual ” FRT R FR, X EALSEATAIREAT T IR, DAy Rz A00RE G AR B R AR % A0 5 P 4
B X B % A 1 4 35 4T 48 4 B ¥ (counterfactual thinking) ATiE A & A () 55155 33E 47 48 5 % e (prefactual
thinking) (W&, PHBEFS, KRAHSE, 2007). AAFFCKHBRRER K S F L BAEM S, AN RRIRFESLE
YEANRBE . HEAUDLEAR T LUR RS2 A A EAT RAL, (B H S MR N A IR AR I bR A,
Bt LIS A, SR RTINS IS N ERRR, H Ry TR, HERE. BEATERIAVAE, AT LA B
MATIIEE BB BEEAT N GG s . TR GCELER R SR N2 F8 T A 5 SEBR AAI AT R B4, AN sk
R SRANSE 1 Z 18] 5 2 AL fr A 2k AF, B2 RS A EME R .
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22. 3%

MR S s A S5 MR 2, EEA LR LR 2.

AR i BRSO PR A LAAY Ay 3 R 1) vk (additive): FERTFE K MF R INEE s bRk R AR
FAF AR RIAT B FEAT . B, BRI “ R U RIS, AR EA LR T, YU
IR 37 RFESLEA RN, ERERTINEELER; 2) Wik(subtractive): 1ERTHE S R MIBR I L E
(A, SREEBTEAT @M. Bltn,  “WUREE BT R, RATR EARER T 3) BARX
(substitutional): XKLL, St B 5 —FaiHe 2 BAERIIETHE . Blhn,  «unSF i b b g8
ANRATH T, R FEBART XL .

MR S S B Ao e 1) EAT e F Sz B 4E(upward counterfactual): F2& F5AMARTE & A1
FHARHE, BRHERHEHME, TRSHULIEEZEN. Flin, “BEREAI LML,
MEEEASSWE” ; 2) N7 RIFFELBYE(downward counterfactual): EFEAMA L E MG —NELIISLHE
RS B, B, “EARFZRANIEE | At REEMMAA T .

RPE R FS e AT L e 1) AR F B (self-focused): [ T A= 1 S s B4R YR ARG B 3R
JEH, BPAMAKHEAR . e M A& FNRE DS, W R IRATIB AN, AR T —FH LT 75 2) 1T
N5 (behavior-focused): 1T A5 1 S 3 S B4R TR 12 MA AT M, BIANMARTE B4 F A iR i )
T8, W “ERLPIHEFH ML T, SHTFMMASX A0 5 3) HEEE E(situation-focused): 15
SRR I S S RN OV B0 G 1At N BOEE R R B AMERS SR R (R 1835F), W “ERIBRAT
W, RELAER L KET” o

3. REBENUE
3.1. RESLHIFR(Counterfactual List)

S S AN — P A OB AR SO EE ), H A RER S, B Kahneman
Ut AR, RSy S g S JEAE B I 7T AR i FH B0 5 2 FL B3 1 1 S5 ie e A SR 75 i e T s JUL A1 7 28
I F s B AEH 2R 1) 77 Aok TH L I S B e AR ) 8E, DU PPAl AN B g s iR 4k e ) AR YA R
NI PA— 24 B Kahneman FIIE S Jofl: NIHEREE B CAEH 5000 — A1 T A 5 £t i
ERIIR TR 2, FETHRFGES, TRMhkE s R, WRIESE Rk 7, —i
fER APt AL DNHBEERXARIFHERE, A\NEZASRE, FEAER, fTHEETRY L&
SERUEEE, SREE, N AN AT HE R S VRN, B SRR AR 2, B RO R AN SR R
ATREIE S T o /NIRRT TR BT, RBNESE, EREFREE, 2 7T EEAHAR AR L, SFHEEIN
I, B R RAN, R AR T LHEE NG BRI A ANSE58 7, RTS8 aRummE 7. 35,
N AR B AT DASERIATHERE T 7 B g e AIRIEZRERE 17 o R AT
REZ e R A [ F L YL AT ) o 25, A BT IR 4R 75 R ™ AR 1) S 3 5 L AE JF AN e 58 4 A4 (1)
RESEEYEKE, RO E R R F S AR, SR B RIS, BERAMENE CA TS AT
RS, Gt kBB E, RN T HRR R ELELE, B T e RS BRI, KPR AL
HH I S S S BB AYE 5 A A P B R, VP AN 1 AT RE A3 BT 5 2 15 AT AR MR 45 IR RS R AT 5 BT
gy “0” ARERAMEA T BRI A BTS2 S A B S B RTSRIR A T REsEm g5 2 “17 R MK
A AT e A AT P A PR TR A nT RE R A5 SRy 27 AR g WT DA B H 7 AR R B 2% A B
BIPRRAE AT LS SE R PP “17 B “27 By B4k 2 & PR (Teigen & Jensen, 2011 ZRAA4H, 11
IEH, XPRIE, 33E, 2009).
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3.2. RESEH S (Counterfactual Potency, CP)

FURT, e o sk e St v B 20 ) B el ad e s BRI R TR AR B, TR N 3
SRBAEA BT AT ER A MRS, BRI PP A XTSI B, AR 285 SR 9 Tl iy & /2 — P 20 77 2K
(RIS A R, AMOR BN E R R RS, 17 e = 5 I 4 58 520 B FORS s 1) Tl
Wl 9 7RI, Petrocelli S5k Y — i ] SR AU AR AL HE SR 2558 SURCR LA, RN A B T3
VRN H B A s = s 4B S 5 AN LI FE (Petrocelli, Percy, Sherman, & Tormala, 2011). XFESHEE T HI
SREAFSERO T EOFEPE Ty S SE AR AT ) R s B AT B AT REPE(F likelihood™ or IL)HMIZESS %E MR H2
S, SN F 45 B AT RE 1 (“then likelihood” or TL). X P #8432 1A i A8 H. 20N By R F S22 h
(counterfactual potency, CP).

IL F1 TL SEBr EEEABR —AJulEngsity, e smt 7AW E=E | Ok FoB4ERRe 1. fERER
TICIANFNISCHR T, 5 R F S0 (CPYHESR IR R R % 1) /2 FE4E 1T 52 1% (thought confidence) (Brifiol & Petty,
2009) MEYERSEVECE D IRAIBE BT R A AR R L, ] DU AR S R . R S SR (CP)
5 RBAERTSEME R S AN ], (A R B2 ATV AR s T AR B 4 mT SE R B — R e i d . CP il &
FLE A AAAIR A B 2 A OO RTSR AN R T AT SRR DA, PRASRAT 1~9 PESr, M R HEA
FIRERAEH AT RE . Blin: IL A& E 2R AEAMA N B SRR AR AT IR T, AN B XTI SE
PR AE R TRENE, TIPS IL 5855, TL [FBE; KUk, Petrocelli 554 t & 955K J1(CP) I A L N:
CP =1L * TL. RIRAGRTIRMEE R AT REER I, S g s MBS i 28 M ik 54 2 SR IKE T . 52,
IARATIR AN R G B — M0, B AR F e B YER AR S, Blnre 4 i WHURFF )G,
AR L “EORREBEINE AT, MU RHURASRE T BRESEYE, ARG Mg H
fFAAT % F1(Petrocelli, Percy, Sherman, & Tormala, 2011).

Zi LA, A AL Ge i Rl e s B4R B 05 X R S s BAERE U KN, FSERUI(CP)
(Pt o sk et ¥ e s MY R, FEMABAELII AR —. JES EREEE, ERAERRTT
TSR RS RTI(CPYRIRN, W LA H B B X e 2 S JBAEEAT VRAN, RIS R RE A2 1E [F) 2R AT 5%
Z AR ECE: = B BRTHED, R AT RE I I AR SR T AR RN R S KB S R S BRI A
B KB T Spellman 55 5T A TUn el ik ] G 1 A5 TR SRAT NI 5 i

4. RELBHENIIRE

Roese #3552 AL DI RE 3 N HE 28 T REFNIE 46 DI BEPE 1> 77 THI (Roese, 1997). Smallman 1 Roese iz F
SEIGEE VAT NERIIEE, 25 McCrea 32 H [ S s2 4ER) B BANE R T EE(Smallman & Roese, 2009;
McCrea, 2008). Zx& AW, AW TN NMER DIRE ST AR M T RERI R, Hof S s BYETh eI
YURTEA IR AT RN DR A 3 RN E LR T RE .

4.1. TBEEThRE

MMEG T AR RF)E, W ZOR G RAG MRS AR it ergdEfed, AT 2%
XA T 2R, RS R A QR AT RER T OUE B CBGE ST AR, X I S YRR T 44
Thfie, e PN R SIS LS A 5 48t o JiE M5 DS e I e S B A A B — R S O 2 1A
PN S g (A, BIPE, 2014). Bln, NESPRNER TS, BT IR HRE S . R Hnf
TRMESZ , (B W A AR EERL 7 R A HBLSEEREE R I DL ik B AR A XE3Z - Johnson
A Sherman X} Bz 25 bV ZE MZEZE A R BEHEAT A RN, WX RGN B M BB T 2%, T
FEHWRT “E—rUREREM 77 AT BBt MEENE o4 % — Ul E AR
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R 1) AT gL B 4E(Johnson & Sherman, 1990). XM IER A EE, ERRBAT, MEFHEEA
N 252 BIRIIF IR, Rt 52 B ) S S B4E 7 M pIsema . 458, MERIGIITE 4% T S5 FE
BEHX, LS5 MEMEEMASE R, WHEE. MR RSN R L B E 2 e — &
Bm(MRF5 =%, 2010; Kray, George, Liljenquist, Galinsky, Tetlock, & Roese, 2016).

4.2. {TARETHEE

HRF L BAERAT NE IR S, KE AR, AT R F YRS 5175 Kk R s il %12
i H OARSRAT N R, XA B AT e S B4R A R SS T MR e Thae,  [RIR BAT R3S 4t
NAEG P EAW R RBEENIELE, 7RI RGNl <A R sh Lt B AT
AR I (Smallman & Mcculloch, 2012; Petrocelli, John, Seta, Catherine, Seta, John, & Prince, 2012; Smallman,
2013)o At S5 B4 nT LAFEIE 45 D) RE AT N nl Dy RE L 4ERFF17 . Smallman 1 Roese W\ A J 35 52 fL 4
REMAAT N = AL 2 P (content-neutral ) 5 P 245 5E (content-specific)ifl B (Smallman & Roese, 2009).
PN PR T B e S AR E B AL BB @ A 7 5, 1K R o AL R RRORE L DA
PV 2@ E 5URAT AR, POYIX SR 3R 5 S sk JBYE i) SR AR RE 8 5 B A BLSZ ) N
A8 0 I A R I S A SRy B (F B B G RAT RIS (W1, RIgcH, 2012) . Epstude 5 Roese
I 2K IE S BN fl, RSB 51T 2 (BB R Ak (Epstude & Roese, 2016).

4.3. BRMEFRIFTIEE

RKEW RN EAT IRF S YEA AT [ S B4R B P AR 25 SR X i, H B VPAN 58S (The Ref-
lection Evaluation Model) A AN & i 3 52 JE 4 (1) AT RE PR IR BRI o 1) s S8 ) Bl S B 349 1) 45 SR (1
R PP ) SE 2 B 77 AR R P 17 2 AR B (AT S g SIS 4 ) AN B SR K S e AT AR I B ) (R AT eSSk i
Yty ZIRBTLFR S R BRI AR, (H AN B PR ST RIS /1, XTS5 2 AT 4518
AN—FE, Bacon R T L) AR ] (Fantasy proneness)5 & S5 S B4 2 (B0 &R, R I 4 L) AR 1m) 4R I
MM A B 2 1) B AT I S S 4, (H AR LR B AT N B L (Oettingen & Kappes, 2009;
Bacon, Walsh, & Martin, 2013). [Flt, McCrea #&H s 52 B4 10 B RANME R DhRe, M)W RAMESZ
BRENALIRAL, B I B AT S S e JE A 2 S BUOMA AR LS 2 6 BEAT | A5, RO — M R 45 SR AR 3R
REEA T XA WO SS T8 i B CARREIER I (McCrea, 2008)0 IXMRSCRFE ;e 52 B YE )
WAL BN RAESE . SRT, A0SR AMA 2 B ORI BIHLERAE, A AH [ ) 4R 5 9 AN G B A R B e
TERZ 55 A AE ) EE RIS = . PR, AMARRTREAE R R 2 | AR B4 KRRk E C
1 H PR H G2 DIRE), (HiXFE4it B JRIETH Sl B PR (Self-Handicapping) & M4 HI K /3 H
M E NG . H IR SR TS T RE 22 RN, sl BCs e AT iE B BT ARG S
TG AL RAT PR TE ARG . McCrea RILH IR IRIEE T, MBI H EAT FESBYE, I MALERF
HE, [l 2 BT Bl 5 A7 R I (v %

5. RESLBERHEXHR
51. RELBYESREFE

5.1.1. {18

Ja i H R FH S B YEF R — AR 2 P E AL I 2, X BATT H R AR Y R SN B O B A LK
U L, JEMERA BB L SR AN T AR PO A A R AR B, T S A AR AE R
KA SRR B, ZRMTUEEZ RG2S BRMKN, BE U, Bl R AR, TRE
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GERLSTEAT” (V15 B I 35 Yk T K (Coricelli & Rustichini, 2010). & f& 0 B2 A5k 1 5F 72 75
O, FRAA S CF S YRR 4 ) LB AR 5 M 8 R S U 2% Atk o FRE S 1 B 22 LR AR E PR 18 (Norm theory),
HOAIE T hRAEr=2E B85 RATE A AR 25 5 7= 42 J5 1528 H 5, Roese Fl Summerville $2H T ffRE
JE M ML 2 2118 (Opportunity principle), %ML AN AR 5 5058 B AELE A W2 VRN I i f 25 5 77
AR, KI5 & T JEH#(Roese & Summerville, 2005) . IX N FRIS LT 5 LRI H L HE N,
T/, Beike, Markman Fl Karadogan AHX 42 H — > 2 EH 12 B 18 (Lost opportunity principle), HAZ oM
RINNERARHIL R, SR, BRI AR ZERRAP A 724 H (Beike, Markman, &
Karadogan, 2009). 42, 25 FXEIG T8 it ) be A 2 A R S04 N FIAMA S I A I ZE R KL, eI
R MR A A I ME— S5, R T DURRE S 1 N A BB R s —— Bk 2, S5, 2013).
EEARRI IR, v B 0 W “AZ AR BRI AR TR R 2 K27 LA AR AR A TS )
HENA 2 K27 4. Hur 8N ECEL T AMATRNFIANAR Y AR 36 26 SO A rh el s, 5 R o, X 3&
FE A 5 IR AR 2 5 (RAE SR E Rl AR TA) bR o 1 1 FH 12 88 i A 4 A B (Hur, Roese, &
Namkoong, 2010). PKltt, XA TRAMEIT S, MERI R 2 EORR, B2V 22 570 5 e bn ik
IS A (EZE 5. 5K &5 . Bonnefon FIXSIEGSFXTLE T Akl i) I S s B4R SR E N 2%, kB
] B 5 Mg B2 U A sg i, T B A T 22 SR B RS- U AR T RO e (TR A5
Jean-Francois, Bonnefon, X5, 2011).

5.1.2. RIRMERL

VE RN i B 2 A Bt B IR IE AR A I, ORI HIERE & MR Z A R E A=, [Fi
SR A NAT AN FAEBEAT VR AN I 500 FL 5 S2AT R E SR 3 (518, 2013). WXRHETHC
AT Rt T NEGE e T BT P AR ) A E BT BRI OB RS, [ SR R R EE 2
EAMEE B O A T ZEHEE 2 Rk B T B OGP S iR EE . B8, M EmM
ToHh B AR ARG, R A R, ke, LA R & 94T R (Schmidt & Van, 2009). PXFIZEHE 2
PR B R AU E I B OB, BT A B B 22 P ) SO AT VRN AR A
e MEN O IEEEE . EARZ NN B, e s g2 oA mENE N PO e, HArxk
TRESLEY4ES R NS DT 7T 32 22 0T Nedenthal 26 A\ BT JE 1) T./E(Niedenthal, Tangney, &
Gavanski, 1994). flifi1iz H B IR EFE AL, BE— RPN, BRFEENRFLBLES T
REZ M2, 1T RRERRFLELES R E 2R NPOR. T0E S5 N ERERH BRI ER D
HIRRENT N REN S F L B4 S F RN PORR K R, H451015 Nedenthal 55 AN FFA—2, Al
Bt 9 I 25 Hi 2 48K EE P PRk S A ) T BSO8R AT e (e A, S 2 Ok, A, 2008).

52. RELBHSIERR

T AR MO A R (1 A7 B0 S g S LA EAT 28 A T 4R SR S0 R O O, e B 7 Rk Ak
TASPEZR N0 2otk o, bl T R0 I AR 52 P R AR o, 8 2 B 5 T A R BRI I S s
X S B R EPAT R R IE  TIRE, FEIMA ARG s O BRI S BT AR SZ IR 70 R o A
ZBG TP EAME RN RS g, FERUER IR, Leithy A1 Brown P52 21283 () 524735 A Tkt
F, R KIER KA T B I —Fh T e g R Ll Bk, PB4 IR S A R AR S
RSP T (R 18] 5 25 M 5% (EL, Brown, & Robbins, 2006). A RIFHZAIE 7t 0 & HUHE 472 e sz B 48 77 A 1)
PR TERL,  RDRS P2 2O B 3T RO SRR SO R B, IRMEE R L S s g, SRR s S S R
REJISZ 200 o 8 BT R0 LA BRSNS g S TR 4Ry RUBHT IR AU R I, AR MA S T 5 B
FHOGH S sl JB A, S5 BEAH G S s sl B4 B 2 /D T IE W B A i1, fL2 W], 2009). BRARIASE AK
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LA PIARFE S N, s 4B A & B IR R GBRIE 4T, DIEE, XIPRYE, B, 2009).
Howlett S50 70 I, FIARAN AT Je 9o 52 J 4 2 A B IEAH G (Howlett & Paulus, 2013). BERTE RN
FEF IR TR I, C 8N B o5 s [ 28 28 Nk e i 1 ) A 5 2R N e e T ] K 2 A (1 B T e 52
SEYEAS 0 A E R S S e AR %4 AR W35 T IR R AR (R, 2015)0 BT S 50 4R AR IE S 2
FURIRM RN 2, & /2 MERTHEAT I — RYVAENE SN, XN RNE SR 22 K AR RS 46 (Schmidt & Van,
2009). C FRAM NG 2 DLEE &R UM IS BERG 0], HAMREAE A B N R8I 25, [FINR AE 4
) AN IS 2, N T R IRERNE S, MMEAE ST S MR RS, NI A TE 2 () AT et
a2 2 A, LIRS NSRRGSR & {8 A AN BB AL (B, 2015). ASFEE NI 5T R B0,
LN B R R S O IR B B UM OG, R R S BRI A B S O L R 3 TR A
KR, MFIHE, 2014), YERNTESE NFIWTFC RN, e 05 LA 1E 67 AR 3 T4 R DX 24 Rl 2 R] 7 R A 2K
ISR, RS AR A A T S I e S R R T I 28 BT R AR S I (YL, T, AR, 2018)
Blix 58 NREFERIN, G008 NS ()2 A7 8 Tt 1 AT SR SR e sk 2, e # ik & i BAT %
HLWEFESD, RESCBER AN B R IE LU m) AT T R SEBYE, 5000 5 MEcE K
J WA F<(Blix, Kanten, Birkeland, & Thoresen, 2018). [a] _EANA) N H R WS SL ] 66 2H ER, MR aM5
PR R AR B0 1) S e 5 S AT et B4 5 R0 2115 B e I R LR

53. RESSBHS AR

AR TE J o S YRR 50 b — B R, B 3 AR R o A AR 28 v 45 21 8 RS 56 J5 A 4 ) 2 ez
PR TR A PEAR o TR MR B 28 5 7 A AT IS JE G, I 48 P A543 i AR B ) - 7 26 AT I
SBYE. FERMRESE S, AN R 2 S NARDGI R S A, i AR BRI T 2
AWM B TEEMRIES R, TN AMERAMRE AT 2 1 TR DG R S (R
2010). Roese Al Olson R T AE HE AN A B0 S B4ER 2 5, 45 R B FPEN = ik
RETE I ORI AT IR SR B4R OGRS R . B R E R S AN TS iR 2 3T FATIE R N AT R F A
EAR 2 L B BN LB A9 AR A4 36 31 5 = PR35 U (Roese & Olson, 1993) . Sanna, Turley 1 Meie FIHF 7%
B, EAFREERET, HBEKPEAFEPIAE S = LR J7 W F) R 5L B 4E(Sanna, Turley-Ames, &
Meier, 1999). FERRIELIRE T, = HEMKE SRR P T RFLHYER L BT RFLBLEL, 2
DU —BE: EHIAEEIRET, m BB MRS A E 2 AT RS S, M B 2 AR R .
BEGRAE R A NP ORI SR B, BRI 2R s B4 S5 40 PR B B DG OR R, i A H BRI
FoE H BAFTE L ARG R, 2015). BKIIREFE RN, RFELSIR BT R SFLB4ERE ST
T RFLEYE: ARSE AT RFEEEE S TSR FAT RFS g RSB EA R
My, AT B RS ZE R, 2018).

6. RFKHRRE

B L1280 44X Kahneman $i@ H S S B AERE & LAOK, [ 4 AR 2238 0 B 1 R R ERIEDE 7T,
TR ESEAER O TEE TR, HRFESCELEEY MR R ZOARIL B RE, LR B R ER
W EE AN R R, HATATE R . X ATRE S0 7T X B g s R 4R R B AR AR OB 7L TR A
PS5 Ko FEARRIITTH, BEFE AT UL BU R A — D I It ESE R TRMHE, T
FLAHE) MR W LG, B BTA R RSB AE T 7 TR R AL, TRR 2 Sl
2 RMOTIER RS A R KRR, LR AR, AT A SRR S —, XS TR
S B YERE I LU RGR A SR R 22—, B SR BEAE 22 Jm AT T AN it e B AN & vE R g —
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B B R b (g 3t Je S B LW TEHRNTT s HRBEE I ARHA AT A R, e S B 4k 5 At A ki
FEZ A )R R ARF AR, BRSO B R IEAEREAT, BT R EERN, B, anfyz X
SED\ TR FN S S M P A S R AR P 2 R Jm e e S BB AR B ), RS R 4 LUK
B AEAE, TR AN R 75 1 RE TR T S 8 ANAT 9, IR AA IR 2 1 W] LU IR 204, M
N FH 2 B AR rh (AR FU AT 2l

e HE

EZ A SR L0 H GL0ig 5 13BSH060).

SE 3k

BRiR, BREs, SKARZK(2007). REFSCBYEPI RIS SEHINA B Fr-18 1. ORI AR 15(3), 416-422.

M55 25(2010). K FLBHLGELE, & HBERAIOIFEHIIIFZ . TLHAR, ME: RITE K.

ﬁﬁ(ZOIS). C BN EFE G A F A I F LY s R B B7 PRI R FZ DL, W 2EA0 3, W IR
i

JEENTE, TV, HOUR(2018). KEFEAEMMERFESME BB LR: RELBLENFNER. ElLAFKEA
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