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Abstract

Orthographic neighborhoods play an important role in word recognition, and Orthographic
CERAER .
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neighborhood size has attracted much attention. This paper discusses the related contents of Or-
thographic neighborhood size of alphabetic writing and Chinese orthography, defines the concept
of the effect of Orthographic neighborhood size, introduces the two classical theoretical models:
interactive activation model and semantic activation model in detail, and combs the current re-
search status of the effect of Pinyin characters and Chinese orthography, including behavioral re-
search and EEG research. Finally, the research results are summarized, and the future research
direction is prospected.

Keywords

Orthographic Neighborhood Size, Theoretical Model, Research Status

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 53|

OFNE F R T IIL RE SHREUX — X8, 7 R, IE kR A A REH . § 1977
SEH Coltheart 25 A\ g5 H H IEFIE SRR LK, X —IMR 2] THEF ) 2 0% IEFIE SR 1A%
RS T R BN BRI T, 8 AR H bR B A BRI R AR — RPN X SR
R LS HbmwEE, I B e A RO R S . PFE SCFRIDGE 2O HIE 5 5 A [F )
LFRG, EMZHARENES. Bk, PECFEERSE, BT, SZM00E S sl
TE, HEANES B RAEMR. Hik, EPFECTH, BubdEwEh 2 2] 8 MR, 7R
BHE, 5ZMRMFERED; 52 MR, AR S TR/ 2 81 B 1A T .
e, PR SCF B RAR 8 A SRR, FEBRIEN 0N A PR MSIARE R, 151 ]
(RO TR B AN BE SR, 33 TR AR L T SO S R SR vE R R . Rk, B S0 A 0 S B ) I 92 51 g
ATRE S F R G R ISR, J5 3 5 B 5 22 (AT T8 SRR T8 S R/ INKHAII R () B A 52

PRGN T2 el S R AR A B B, S I B AV R = AR B o B S0 % SR KNIt 5
CET RN, TDE SR/ INEON T AR5 10 45 P9 A FEAE 8N, 6 FH 2 06 0030 o ) S R/
RUSLII Tl o BRIk, B FEARNE & R IR/ B O, X B T IR N BRRDUE 1A VR
R I SHIER T AT DA R SR K /NS AR A 5T DA S AR TR I R A R, (i R 6
HHSCR A B R A AR B AL . P SO AU I SR RONLAE 25 A A2 BRI 2 k. iR
oK P SRR RN AN TR R AL, FRER FE B ATIAE R R 22 57, W e DG 27 2 P A R e i
Bl %5 > 2 o et B 08 SO RROR 2 [RIFE 7 . 1B Bl0E SRR (WU et al., 2013; Li et al., 2015). X
FRELfRE AT LS 0E TAESEI N AT FAH LS &, FR AR T2 DOE I LE SR UL, DU R 2
SR, BAEVIAAECE A K8 R A7 /F 15 3% 22 7 (Song et al., 2015), AR R 77 SRR A FE
225, T LU RO AR R X e R IR R, AN AR Y ) AN F e i, et LGB ) B AR .
UbAh, 75 BROUE R B SR S S 7T, AT DU 2% 30 38 (0 RE T Hh S50 508 PR R 5 U R 1R SR RN
FHVCHD, HH N E F R 6] e 3G B TR 50 H IR 38025 07 32 B e 35 B 27 20 38 DRI DUTR SR e UL
WHIRERL, R ARAATBRE 5 PUETE SR BON 7 T AR G, AR IEDCE 2 ) o Bt 42 348 gt
T TR 85 SV BN E R 155 ) SR BUR R 2 A/ a0, T DUR A 2 8 U3tk . 0 T 5k
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WAL R, AT CARIN A 2R s AR IR, R P T SCR SR PR A B BRI 27 >0 T SR A e
RO, )RR SRR S 2 AR B A B T B0 . Bn, EAN TR AR R RIE F T, R
XHCE 7 R ) R A S AL B P85 5 22 20, FTRAINZR I DUE 22 50 R RO, 3 DR REHL &%
BRI KR S 5% 168 BOE SR ORHRTE,  2E M A I DUE S 5 N T RERE AL

2. [EFEFREMN L
2.1 HHEXFHRIEIFMIACRER N

P SO RE 5T IE 32 5] (Orthographic neighborhoods; ON) /& $& 3 et %5 #e H b — AN R4
Vil o F At - BEASAR T R 5053, LA live 98], mTLAE BHA K1 “lone” « “love” F1 “rove” 4.
1E 59 5% K /IM(Orthographic neighborhood size, ONS)J2 #6534 H Aria] LI & SO I BT A 5218 17 ) $
B WIFURY], EPHE ST, ONS MW FRIUy(ESEAE T, RIS ) SO0, Hobn T AR B 7 B A 5
(Sears et al., 1995; Peereman & Content, 1995; Forster & Shen, 1996; Pollatsek & Bertram, 2000; Holcomb et
al., 2002; Taler & Phillips, 2007). &1, AT LAAEIMGHIER, RIS 2 KR IR T gE 2 H AR
1] B IR ) TP (Pollatsek & Bertram, 2000). < ONS RN &R bl 2 40H], HArWE e, Xnlfg
515 B R A SRR 55 T K

2.2. RBFRERAMIAC R

PR R A VAR R X0, 90 S R/ INRSLAE G 2 T B BB A5 DU BRI B4 i, R B T
BESPHE RGUHKAFFTRIXS L. Tsai 25(2006) 2 % B & SCF0 SR RN E X, i HDUE X0 IR 7%
FIRR RN SORFEZE g R AR . L AR “HKN” 7 “FhE. Kk, KB & 954
FIiA . HRYE Tsai 25 N (2006) AT 78 A B, AE RN A A) 5 BT 55, REe B 42 S i A i) H
Frinl, HACER A AT TR SO BV B D B AR o E SRR FEEE BRI T SO /N R I TR A
HER, X—KMER T ZH00F 7 2R (Huang et al., 2006; Li et al., 2015, 2017; Xiong et al., 2021; Yao et
al., 2022).

3. fAXIEIpER
3.1 XHEHFRER

Coltheart %5 A (1977)7E I NFIERNCME & I EI, R0 TIVC RN, EB IR 12, A1 5t
FA s RN F RN AEARTIC IR G P R E M . X245 R RFE T Coltheart 25 N 5 2% R 2134
o Rl TR B e, R ARG e (AL E 51 R SR R, S HLIX R A E A A RN R R LA
FIGERITE AR . Andrews (1989)iF R B 1 axX— i, FEAEWFFT 3] 7RSI S /N AL &, TR
AR T SR B T R SN AR . 320k, Andrews $RUE T AMAENCIRAIE AR, R
i FFH McClelland 1 Rumelhart (1981)4 H A2 B0 15 R RAT AN 3 JZ IR )T TR o A8 R A0 2 = A
Bk FHEE. FREMECE, BREGHMMERIE. SMRER B S ETER, 5 B ARV REAE R A
AR BSOS, B B RAE B e E R B OR0E, SRS IR SO I RHIE (S Bt — a8 =
HAHRL A RE, B e B BRI 2 o X e A R R X —ANE i R, FIRAAE— AN E B
THRR, BIERNLE R, W FERE BT S AE S L AR, S8R —AN B B RS,
M4 B R 2 IR0 ] 1) 28 BB R R T LEIRT R RE AN AFAE ARFAE 1) 57 BEFF 23R 1)
H N LR AR, IAAE RS ER B R ) RSHE FE(Andrews, 1989).
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Figure 1. Interactive activation model
1. XEHERR

Balota %5 A\ (1991)%f 28 B AR HEAT T — 2 58 3%, Wi EIAELR 5 A — DS = ZE
K, B AR ZHEE GBI b, R BT, HAREIC SR SRR WRRE 2 TG, 18
R E T REZIR, ARG RIFICZ IR, SR FROIN T SUZK. Balota $2H T —FLA, BIHA
ATLER Bl — > 1] I 2000 2 B2 O AT RS I, R 22 1 S S U HE I 1A 1 2 e B AR i
SCAHARIRN R %, X AR SRRV s MO AR B i o B U SCRE ARV (e 3G, R i S
BA T F st 2, WIS BOE 2 19500 BIGEGE, B0 T IRV AU R, AR AR K B
Fho FEXFIEO T, HARRTEREAZ OB o B e, mHEEMHEZNE ). Bk, Hixid
FE R SUZ A 719 2 00 0 SRR 3R] FRTBOR RS 7= AR H IR F
3.2. BYHIEEE

FRUEAE B B S Y AR R D SO SO ), (AR S0 B A SR DU I AR v, 23841
YONZAR R AE H T AR B FE . PGB T, [EFERG. BE RGAELRG 2=
NFERINT RS, e IEEEEZNMAL. 5905 SCFAE, 1EFE RGUEDOE - 0 T b T gk
BT o AR IR, E AR I IE R RS B Je s, AR5 8 s Ji 1 I iR
TR 2E S FIE LR G, RATEEANAIC RN B HALE, FRA B e 00 BT,
AN H A in] B SUE B E ,  1T0 ELTE SO SR ERE T ARl AR R RE R S o 15 AT I 1] ) B T B
FEAKE A B T FR . H AR Al Bk B R AR T8 B SRS K, B BRI SCAR RS 1 5
e Bk, BAFEEE SRR H bR 2B0EE 2 1 TR0, eATE s VLR HE s Al B5e 4+ LAR TS
W, X AT RS BEARXT B AR IR IR A3

Li % N (2015)454 T McClelland & Rumelhart 75 1981 4F48 Hi 122 HIE B AU FN Schreuder & Baayen
1 1997 SFERTE Z N TALRY, $-H T —ANPUERNC N L K98 OB 2 (semantic activation model). %45
BB TAEDOE R Mg, SORENE AR 515 SO OS2 MR, i R 2, 15 S B AH
RIAVCAERE T, M5 R HRZIN A B R S OIS . AR R T N E R EE Z IR
W E N ER R, A T AGE SUERBIAGEE R A B R R, s 2 fos. 3R R
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T FRUE S AARIE R R0 B AR A B S SO IR, T B BT R B RN AR H bR S AR R B
WA L AR [E AN, G I R SOROE SR, FEIX —HESE T, R B REE SU)Z RN AN 2 A ) 5
JZ(lemma level), ‘A7 1815 JZ RFIE R IRZ 6 . B FRinl i A 5% R # AR X — 2 A B,
EATE I 5 E R A IS R RN O RN TE R AR IR BE SRR, (R HORE SOROE TR SUZ R
FBNAE Z R B, ARG —A BAs i e, R E KGR E R, 52 IR RS G
SOHRTT mh e 2, XPEAK 7R A H bR BRAE, i 7 CACER MR (L et al., 2015). FEDUE,
EAE N FERC I PR E R, G T MR SLECE B G R, XA T AN B 1]
BRI, HONPGE I FH R T3] ERERI(L et al., 2015; Wu et al., 2013).

D

Meaning level ﬂ ﬂ

Word level

Perceived level ﬂ ﬂ ﬂ ﬂ
Character level @

Figure 2. Semantic Activation Model
B 2. EXHERE

4. [EFERFERBNHFAFIKR
4.1, IEFEFKEGR AT AR

4.1.1. $EXFPIEFEREYRBITRTAR

FRUE IR Z W FE3E AN [T 25 2208 90 S /ISR R R, Lt 3 Fof 5 i 2 {1 3 )3 2 U0 il 1
DA G AL, A WA —. BB AIRH, KRS, Hai R T 2, RN
XS TR A B 55 4 S B . SR1, Andrews (1989, 1992)AF 58 &K B, 7EIRITC AT 55, %o TR A ,
TG AR 2 (1) E s 1] (1 4 W o B s i BB, P (i 28R E e 4] b IR A B B S, Sears 25\ (1995)
VU3 iy 44 FHARIVC AT 55 AL, S K /N R A3 AR 33 2K AN R TR AT0R], T3 A R ISR e A 26 (1) )
il %8 . Carreiras F11 Perea [ —TES AT 55 FE R A I, SO0 K /NEEAS [R) R PR HE 18 1RV R AT 25 R R B
AR, WAk 25 FE AT 45 i P, 78 3RV A R0 iy 444 45w U SR BN R 3k 35N . 5 1 7
SR RIS AT 25 R 9 o P ] PR 310 A 75 T i 52 1) 1 2 S e U] () 15 8 4 P (D, 7 A R e
FEYRIFE I, 25 B R I 5 1% 1] P 1 T A AT g JE B2 (1% 52 AR FH X o e e 98 1) g 3 9 TR B (] A 5 e
(Camblats et al., 2022) . Mills 55 A\ (2022) K1 7 Z 0 R/ AR L8 I EIOC R, 25 I, 15 40523 (RVF)
SR AR L A2 A3 (L V) S D0 P SR ] A 3 5 R P, X AT R R S E S R A M A R T 2 1 E
BRHRR . RPN 2 B IE TR F IR/, BT R R 8, RVF 217 LVE ##]. Ballot

11
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S5 N (2023) K H EHZAE S5 4R DT T IEFAEF IR/ . MBI REANICIZ Z AR &R, SkIe— RN, 1 Bel it
HoreE nT LIS 5R H 2, I ORI T IR VRS RN RS, BI/N GO TR A bE T K 5 1] 4 B8 4
R, AR RN ALY SR ORI, MRS R 5 X R /ME EAER RIS B SR g S SR
RN 5% . Bonandrini 25 A (2023) 1 RN AIWTE S5, #RNRNE I IE TR RN T8, A
AR, PRITMETE S DhRE IR 3, I T 32 S R /N FH ] A3 55 1] Y AREAE 2 5 e AN A 1] 9 1
A RN . A BT BEAT 1 AE LR S 1V R WA 55, PR 1 Ml R ) (1Y AE
B 5 R AR ARURN T 7325 51 K /N3 [F] S e A4 1) 3 Y IR )i A% (Guasch et al., 2023).

PA b A 5 3 2R F 80 R s S R 1) S5 3 2R 40 A S R/ RN IR s, Xk R 2 5
AL R RN ANE B 58 AN SONAT %% B S, Pollatsek & Bertram (2000)38 i3 76 &) 1 B4 55 F #RN
H brial M H IR S8 BR AR G IR B, 38R 7 908 S0 00 R /NI IR A 520 BL A ONS 7
AN BT (R . B TR R ROR, TR TE S A2 0 (0 BR B i b v B8 1) 1 SR /Nl R
H AR B SRR, 0 BRI (e A, ki B brin] M2 ERIK. Kuperman %5 A (2008) 15 F IR 2l iE 7
FARWGE T 55 2 E A RAER TN I AR, IR 2 o S0 R/ GRALT-DUE 8 7 F RN 8
SC) KSRV A A RD  HARR B bR A A W3 RE e s e B SRR, RERIVC RyE  I [A)ERAE o IX SUA TSR
B, BUEAER)F AT 5, FER/NEIE - IE S T st AN E I 7= A 22 57, 1K 3R B SR R /N ORE
HAESR M. sk, Johnson Al Slattery (2024) K I HR 243 AR e AF k1A Ja AV (38 N + 1 ANAETE)
R TR, PR S R RITE R AR 5 Y B (E-Z Reader AEZEHTF) L2 B B) 39 I A0 3 67 47 6 A
T RS A MO . SRR EL, TN + 1 AMENE, REEAEV BTN, (HE N A
IR ISR RN, MR WA AR . IXEH], B BRIZ BB ST i e S0 ] R 2
FER B RN IK ), 1T AR BT 3G 0 A 57 A i

4.1.2. IEPIEFEREBNEITRAR

TEDUE R S4B T3 A T SO K /NP E FR SR IS 132 (19 963 .« Huang %5 (2006) 7 5256 — 4k
T PUBERNC RN~ R SR /N R R A5 il WA 55 B §E i o RS 1A R IR 3 1 K Ik
KANFRL, ARG BAEH B3 . 00 iR, e, SRR B s
L W R ST SRR, RILGERERON s ARSI L RS H bR A R W A TN O H AR, 2
LD, 31X — 45 5558 B B TR . B S, Tsai %5(2006)3 1 i 40 e (£ 45 Fn 45 45 BR 3his
BRI M A)F RIS R IL, ol @A e 2 AR, RN R IR Y, FKignsEkz, H
A v PR SR S SRR, FLTE ) DR SAE 55, RS H b il R Bk S 5 B iy, YR AR IR BE 4T . Wu 45(2013)
TR G TN T A SN 2 B A S, e H Huang A Tsai FIAF 70 R0 740, XA RESs
W IR KRN - 7E Wu B9S2 U, Gl A 45l o 2200, RILF IR R/ H Axid
PR HEAE O, BANEAE SIS HAR A . Li 25(2015) 78 PYAN A [R] B9 7 5008 e ik B H bsidl, F
FER AR T B AR BRI I 2B A, 7R RV A R A AT 25 1 45 SRS Wu 45(2013)— %, Xiong %5
(2020 RN AIWTTESS, 3 E FFE /DR, R R B S PR ERAEA T, RIKK
i Ve P S5 JSE A 2 F J SER B 3 T /N SR E bR 3R B R KN RROR S — PR R RN, T AR AR AT ]
FRUAER RE . X —BERY, FEK/NEDE IR R R s BEER, FKEE NS
B H A 1 B AR AR, ELX P R F B A 500 1) B R 0 i 3, RIS e S T KRR
ANRIORLIE R R o 0T SRR /IN RS IR BR B S B0 78, Yao 45(2022) K FHER BB BRE AR IR L IEFER
KNGOS 2 75 5% 1) i 7 55 355 e ) R T (DU S 3RS KNI 1 b ] AT TR
g5 JUR LG /IR B bR w] SO 022 AR R, B E AR nT O, SRR R T, ARk
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B, 24 H AR TR PG N, S b F SR 0 -
4.2. IEFEFERYR R MR

4.2.1. BrENXFPIEFERES N RKEBIAR

T 5 3 ) FH i L (ERP) 43 AR AR 70 1E T35 50 KNSRI N T R 52 i S in T ALk e TR 3EFE o LAERE 7E
FEIE P200 857, X —ANERIE L) 200 RPN H I IE A FRLE , 5 IR R AN AL BEAE O
Ik (Kong et al., 2012; Campos et al., 2022). i1, Barber %(2004){# WG PE A 1B, #H W F IR K
N, FEMERRIECR SRS & T H A P200 J0E. 2BhH, Chetail %5(2012) 75215 H R I & 5 F K/
ARG T BEM ERP 25, RARRIUNRFIGEHE G T 8/ P200 #1E. 4811, Holcomb 25(2002)
PR S 56 o R BILIE R K /NS P200 YR A8 4k JE 9%, 3X BV R A AT T4 P P v 00 92 S e 1) 2
ZfiE ). Taler A1 Phillips (2007)%&1 T il 1E 45 K5 fa KW, 18 RIHAE S R F R 51& 758
1ER) P200 YT, X AT AE e RN REm TRV S . BiJS, Hsu AT Lee %5 A\ (2023) & I iAlVAFAIE A IE
TR RN R SE IR A A3 ERP 2> P200 7= AR, B P200 S 1 3130 Ab 3L B
TEVEAR AR (L RO . B SR UL, TEPFE ST, IEFIES R K /NG P200 I 1 1 20 i AN B
i, TIRES SIS AR AT A KA E K. Ak, LA EMR, IEFE S0 KN v] BEAE 3]
TR IR B CAR I, I 30 B S7 A PR T A K8 P S B AR A

IR, S/, KRG RE 5] 5 47 %) N40O J1iE(Holcomb et al., 2002; Rabovsky et
al., 2019). N400 & —AN7EHI ¥ 2 I K Z) 400 AP 0 5% 2 1 5 A8 9% k2, S B G S SCARBEAH 5%
(Lau et al., 2008; Zou et al., 2019). Kounios Al Holcomb (1992) & ¥, H#briai& X Bia#k%, N400 WK IE
K. PR, ATRATRIN, B R IETHE SRR H bR 2 3 80E R 05 SORGE, AT AE TR N40O
PME . Holcomb %5(2002) FIB Tt o, 1B FE SR K /ANSURLLE M R AR FARI, KSR A bL /N 5K e 1]
AT T AU NAOO M, X B N400 Fi 7 S 1 3]V 1E X AR GE 8% . Swaab £5(2012) 1 Fl ERP A&
ST S5 AT 55 I L, 8] T KSR i) N40O A48, Carrasco-Ortiz 45(2017) i3 A [F] ()
E 55 AT BT 5 RE XA S5 RIL,  TEFIEFEKANEAZAT 4 2K A 45 . Meade %5(2019)
KRN HIWHT 5 FRHE RATS, S5 RRIL, PIFRT45 [0 SR /NN 1) N40O T 52 B HH ARLL R A K,
RIR KRR N40O i K T/ NGl . X — LG n] LLUA R T Ab Bl G SUE B E RN, BEAE %K
ANEIBEK, P R VE U BRI E AR 44 X R, NA0O 43 AT LAAE M 5 B IE 79 SR 2N A 1]
TN T BALE SUAE SO I B B R A

4.2.2. NP IEFEAREBNHRETR

R DOE IETEF AN I IN W 7e,  H A — BB 5 BT ST R s SRR 1 SR
KI5 (Huang et al., 2006), %6 FCl I I HIWHE 55 455 ERP SORHET 1 PIISEY:, #RAEBCIEIGE
XA R (1 7 MR 7 SRR/ A I A3 o S 36:— AL, o T s ], SR/ AE SR P RO
B K IA B 2 K H b i, )Y S S LR ER, R SO TR R AIA U)X B P R
BB R, AEDGEX AT, B FRERRTREY, |75k R E Boedt 1R i
iBo LI A ERP BORBEATIAIC AL S, JEAR RIS AR NRRE RN, R 5 /N R 75 K
(1 N4OO PelE o i 225+ . WHALE SR LAFTRERIEIN . B, s R SRAA AN /N SRR 2 8] (1 22 57 4
NATRE S BUIN R RSy ERBEA RUX 7 Ik, DM R SO0 /NN I 7 b B A i) 2 06 T Bl ALY
MASEIG AL T 220 s fedim, SRR A AR A A 55 AT RESI N T P300 Ji7), 1% 715 BN PR SRAH R 1Y
ML A5, Hi5 N40O Fl oy 7E I ] 1 ff) 555 T RE S 850 T VRE

DML SR T 98 SO AP IE SR SR RSB T A B, T 9238 DA R) SR KN xR A
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JEAEPEE ST W FE TR G5B AR o SR/ INROBE )2 B 52 1) S 38 30N 5 S0y ek s .
WM BRI ST AL, ARBAR) IE I AR 2 s R RV 35, AT E G051, JC AR 3Rl 2 1
XA RE BN AEARAR] TP . BT A, SRR RN 32 B IR R N 2 T AAR DL S1E, R
TG E AR RHA R . SR, AR IR BTEIYIRY BE, 1 S5 B A SR IOH T 5 Al JiiA 22 ¢ L 2L,
LRI SRR /IN T RE P AL A RN, RA AR 5 S0 Z [AAEAER L5a 4. EDUES, KT FRAR/xT
VAR5 AR FE LIk R — B8, BIZBRR/NEOR, e BB B 2 o U R SRR £ B A
B LA P05 0T, HlTPOERRESCT, SRR Z AR RUR A5 SORIG, XA B 1 iR
MR o Z5 EPTIR, ZOR/INEAE 7R T VB TR, AMUBEEGE F AR fRAE, T REREE H SR .

5. RESRE

FRSCE TR T B ST RDUE E TS0 MRIBTG, 8% TEGHI ., (7 AR IR 2 LR,
WFILFR I, IR o 50 BB 2 AL 4 RSO bPR OB, R 2 R, HAT, SOBSIY
WFPL B AN S A AR, ST SUIMUB O D TE AT . RN, BB R 2 T e
VN, SOBSIROBT 72 U R S B E R

Mo, U ST KA SR LERDR L BR. JREFIT e R RIS 35 O 5O A B T4 4 3
VR AR AR, (B TP SO A E MR RS, WA A IS AR TR R
B 20 HEAR I AR o P60 SO R KA 5% Hh R R, (ELHLAB BT R 97 X 54 . Andirews (1997)
SR, RREE SR T IRk 5B S RN E R 5 R AR RIS ERHE 7, B
WAy ONS (R R 5 B A F BRI 12 IE B T R %, AR, WU E MRS s, 1
S SHE XTI EAR, REHREME. B, P 0T 0 I T 5O A 7E L T AE % LA
B, TR 5L AR, Ml T SR 3 AU 509 MMM . X W E R A
ONS HUSTHLEI S LA AAE 2 5o AR = A BURIRIG, SURHRIC N TRy, 1F 2520 B3 S ELbE i
B S, A BB AR RN (L et al., 2022). BRItk PUERURI ONS {233
R A5 15 S B OIS . B Li 25 (2015) 4t KOV SOBIT BRI TE5 3 AR (0 m TH L1
HELT TR ARTTH, Li 2 J5 A0TSR A 0 ST AR F 0035 A2 45 343 O R 00 2
I T 75 825 e I IE B £

B, BBITCEAR, e IE TSRS, BRI T R 2 A b A R
W, WA T B BRI B AR B SR . B, 5 R ILIE 0 SO A i M2 7 7R
VR, KPR KA R I IX 2 B T W SE(Fiebach et al., 2007). S AHFSE &N, MIRIFS A8 ) 575
42 A b G0 5 P IF 59 LML 37130 K 254 H B 370 (Christopher et al., 2012; De Rom & Van Rey-
broeck, 2022), 3¢ EL7ERIC K Z A2 > T I I 35 4 (Nozari, 2019). AN, 18 SCA KT IAE 428 i
U SN T B AR 2 5 (Ralph et al., 2017), YU IE 25 B f AR AR T E 2 LAELE
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