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Abstract
The maximization decision-making style includes two dimensions: the maximization goal and the
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maximization strategy, each exhibiting distinct adaptive functions. Most studies often rely on scores
of the overall or the specific dimension, a method that fails to fully capture the complexity of maxi-
mizers. This review analyzes the differences and connections between the two dimensions of max-
imization from the perspective of motivation, leading to the proposal of a person-centered maximi-
zation four-quadrant model. This model categorizes decision-makers into four types: mixed-type,
goal-oriented, strategy-oriented, and non-maximizers. Based on this model, this review analyzes
the adaptive functions of different types of maximizers from the perspectives of emotional adapta-
tion and social consumption behavior adaptation. Finally, this review discusses the theoretical and
practical value of the maximization four-quadrant model, and suggests that it should be further ex-
plored from the aspects of dimensional interaction of maximization, person-centered perspective,
longitudinal analysis, influencing factors and neurological foundations, to enhance understanding
of adaptive functions of different types of maximizers.
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1. 5|

AN T il (R B BN 7 [l e, TR SR B T ANATTAE TG B & AN T T o AATT87 3 38 SRR o 9 R 3
SR, X T a2 TOT P VR N A% 2R R A (R 45 2R (136 SRAE M AR IR A77E 22 57t - Simon (1956) % - B A1k £ B 18 1)
PEIRJRAE Schwartz 45 A (2002) X 43 1 e LAY 1R 55 IRUAS 5 3 7 AL R SR JRURS o e A 1 338 XU (100 AR (R ST
FREARAL ) IB SR IR T, AW e TORIEDL, X — i FRAEA TR B RN KRB [RAE 71 M2 T,
T A R SR 3 D A 368 1) 8 % 0 S FL R AT SRAIARAE R IR U R 45 B 2, IR B RO I, g T R
SR ik B A A RN R IR FE(Schwartz et al., 2002). 7EREAJCRIEFL )G, Cheek 1 Schwartz (2016)
% Simon (1956) MBS ALA, 42 R Uk D 3 URS R XU A B o A2 ABE R B ALK TR SR XU 23 R A
R BKRERER B A B AR T T 2 R R ARG . I ERHE SRR A B B A I AR T
R, T IX - HEASHE I BT 7T (Belli et al., 2021; Kim, 2022).,

WL ET RN, SR PSR A 2[RI Iy R AR 25 AR5 SR . WAL R B, B AR SR XU AN
SR % LR SR 45 R IEAH 95 (Iyengar et al., 2006; Schwartz et al., 2002), 1 5BURE WP AR B
RABE(Lai, 2010) LA KA fiv i L (Datu, 2016; Ma et al., 2021) & 2 IEAHSS. 4R, HEmtathiEns THEA
H A, ALK (Orenetal., 2018) M S48 B (Peng et al., 2018), DA K AR R 58 3 2 (Kim,
2022). Hughes A1 Scholer (2017)4 78 i3 [X 43 3 W P AN AR & B VE S A Ak, S IR AS [R) 48 B 9 SR 2 o 25
GREHIEFAER, SR FTERE RN D Re £ 252 48 R R R A S B VA O, T HAROE )
RE U 538 SR v s v (1) B L AK H A 558 AH K

SR 5 AU X 20 S5 DI A e S5 XS 140 248 5 5 F At o B AR 88 ) 56 R 1T REAS 2 DA e HL B sl i S — T
BARAL B bR B AL S 3 2 B A TR IR B, SR o0 iy S — 2 4540 Mk DL 4 T SR e e 0 A 25 1)
fits H—J7m, A bR SRR B A ARG ST AER, AT 835 7 M M LR N EE
filr s A B S e o AR SC DA RAS [F) R B B AR & RIS S8 04T R IE A R A, B2 T LA a1
A PR TRE ARS PR AEFE I DX AR IR 2R, FE R H A DU R Hht HA R IR e e A D G PR RY R AR 8 4k
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T2 FARAL, I DA R S IR 48 A 2 ¥ B AT I I P LA R AR AT 12 3R AN R SR A e LAk 2 11
ERNINAE . BRJEASCIIE T BN SRR B0 S S AN, IFERIT T AR AT 1A

2. RNUAERNXAIMER: ETaHAA

Hughes A1 Scholer (2017)# Higgins (1997), Higgins %5 A (2003)4% H f) P Fh s AL EL ] —— 3P At R 2 Al
ik £ i —— A X o3 S LA R SR XU 3 S P A i PR AR s« PPl A oGy TPl A Bk 1, H
AR “IEMR” sk, TR S TR s AR A N . B FRSs RR B, it B AriE
PPl A S (e AR A EAE DG, TSR A SR A S P B TR A O, SR S R AAEOC. HIHRIE
25 R GV IEA O, T SR 3EEE TR . IR UIER S R T, AMETEAL S HLEG ,
SIS E VIR .

H, S H bR S AR SRS P AT — T8, PR A e A 0 58 KUK (7] B e 25 X PR S B4 A
115 HE OB AS B¢ R 2 I AR [F](Cheek & Ward, 2019; Nenkov et al., 2008; Weinhardt et al., 2012) %
#H &% (Ocampo et al., 2019; Rim et al., 2011; Weinhardt et al., 2012) iR SukFIE, 10 E RS
RIS E AP AERR B I IEAE 22 R R (Kim & Miller, 2017; Newman, et al., 2018; Purvis et al., 2011; Qiu et al.,
2020; Rim et al., 2011), FFHWFFLHE H B A5 FE e O BEAR B[R] ) 58 R A — Bk (Belli et al., 2021; Kim, 2022;
Qiuetal., 2020). f B2, B 70 3R B S LAk B A5 -5 S oAb SR ms 18] v] 58 184776 22 B.AE B (Hughes & Scholer,
2017; Kim, 2022), & 1 A1 Al 25 U1BE &R

T 30, B URTE R PN 4E S S e OB TR 2 MU AR — B A 2 e 1, I TTREA 2
HAER . XKW, SR Ak sk Ak 1 15 46 BT A 45 BRI Re bl & B A B A5 5 A SIS /K (A2 AT 2l
BN Tl AR A0 PS8 RS B XU B, AT REAS & LA T 20 A AS [R] SR 2 s AR AL 35 1A 47 2
FATRFFE, FRAT S AR R IR N BRI PR AN B2 1) S 22 B, BR A BA gl BRI ST RE A
REMELEA R K S LA B AR A A S T IS AT R e, “IURIR” B Oz iz H T
TR/ E B IR AAE A, A8 an 5T P B ) 57 B DY R B35 U (Stephen et al., 2005), “EXRAT 5K B AR 2
FBERSAEERS, BAEE, BEARS. AEEARRANZE, @i EEIMTES. IR
PRGBS 5E N EDWA UK RN 2 A P AN 4 20 H AR AR S S VEH

3. BMILRR MR LR PRIZE

DA AT R B A0k T 3 XU (R 90 350 SR A T R D e AL D S A& R R 40, SRTAT SR At 5 07 ¥k 22 1 i
oAk 2 18 R I B X P PR B I RRAE, I HOX PRANRRIE Z () W] A AE B NS . FEISE ARV, M
(R AL SEE A E bR A5y AT RE RN s, B — @i o5 — /MK, A S8 APTREVGE T BGs I AR, (HIT
AEEATHARISS Jy . XMz R A, R RIBE A A B A, AT 17 26 FOAT A ARFAE
WA BEAAAE R 22 7 o XN FER B ME ] RE 2 S BUA AR 70 45 SR A — Btk Y R R 2 — o T DY R BR
TR U] A% 35 B 1R R AR AN R S Y g e Ak 3 2 TR AE A 6 AT R A 7 TR 22 S, g i 4 B AT 1 B8 4 s
PR e PR A S T E A o] 75 52 % R IR S AR VR I B R FEAE

MG ER 7, AHEFUE DY RER AR o e A e 3 28 8 . IR AR N PDURR AL Hir
R E, HRRRE, IRERRMNE ARSI « AR B R 1 fR . Bk

HAR B ARAL B m i S H bR, (BBUD TR IS R . X R B Anr ks B 280 5 e (Lai,
2010) S AR MK B 25 (Newman et al., 2018), AW B T8/ EAT IR U 22, ksl 148 2 SR O R (1) 4 IS B
ANHEPEIE R (Diab et al., 2008), Mifi ek 4 517 M HE RN .

Tl B A PSR B AREBUIS, (RSB T IR Y R . X P2 4R &R A R S B0A R 22 (Ding &
Li, 2018). Jah(Newman et al., 2018) FIANIH R E(Kim, 2022), RIBUNE 28 AT NI AEIE N o
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REMRINAE LG T =k BRI DS 2R, W50 R XM R A e 5% A& & 5 47T 1)
FEMPEANAESE, W= AR K SF(Oren et al., 2018). ik 3= M =48 /2 (Peng et al., 2018)FIEK ¥ 5 i = 5 (Kim,
2022), [FJRF B AR R A1 48 ANAT R AE . Bk i 1] 12 (Ohbuchi, 1982)tH ¥ e % iR A4k [R] I 41
A v H PR A B4 FR I 2RI 5 A0 A 2 SO — B W IR 25 AT G N, RIS A2 T R s T
B 22 S I B 22 #E A (Johnston & Madson, 2022). TR & B i # FIRFER IS B T e Ak SRS 6 D g e
LR OCHERE, X — o B 1 RO H AR R IR AE

T IR AR, FRATAT DL SE A0 P A e 0K SRS A H B an der b 37 R 3 [ R e AR PR A 5 AT A
Hughes 1 Scholer (2017) 58 SCRE 173X — WA, 3R B & e PR A SR AN A i ) TR B AR AR S, X 5 )
WA K. Zia DAEA REIAIIWTTE, K28 5025 % I s LA TR SR AU 5 A O B AR 1 50 R 5 dReft
AR AR —F(French & Meltzer, 2019; Newman et al., 2018; Purvis et al., 2011), FATHEN FR LAk Sms £
TEEFT RE R R AT Be G £ SIEA, X — SRR G BRI SRmE AL S i Ab 2 (1) AR 38 B 2 IR e R B
o (HAHLE SRS B AR AT, TR G AR A TT RE SR I HH AR I 3 S

T DA 78R IR [X 23 S AL (R 2R B AT B AT, T AR a7 ] o A SR B 7 M b Al 45 2
ST A B AR RIS DA A AT 5 O EAR RS R, MR IR A R St & & R Thag, ki pEAh
R T N

B BRALLEAR

R Y A it

gERE2: AL

e SRR R

Figure 1. Maximizer type model based on two dimen-
sions of maximization goal and maximization strategy
B 1. ETsMUERMERLREANEENR
k& L BIER]

4. MRIRIEB A TSR ILEE N ThEE
4.1. NRRMUABRIFEEN

ARSCMNBUAT SRR FU R 45 R A, R R SR D A DR XU 5 19 248 3 AR G (1 E 78 9 S 9 =4
TR RIS R R USRS R . BeAh, ASCE I X A H AR e LA SR LUK
BAARAIIX 53, RN T EARAL SRS R IR A A e A3 (R 17 28 0 AR AE

411 RN EBRELE EREEMTRBFLENXER

R T R A AR MR TE A APRAE N FLAE R B R AR PR A T (Shin & Johnson, 1978) . A i 7T K 7]
HRA R T2, A B A A B SRR AR Y R ORI A DU KRS A AR TR R IR R, RILRAAL B
PR AR TR R 2 IR CEO B O R, T s LAk SR A e A Ak 5 I 52 48 3 47U A ¢ (Nenkov et al., 2008;
Purvisetal., 2011; Newman etal., 2018). MAMEFWF RN, &M H IR SFRIEZE 2 IEMHES, MRt
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FEME A AL 5 2 5 B Uk ¢ (Newman et al., 2018; Purvis et al., 2011). &AL B H55 R0 & X 2 IEH
K, AL S S A TR R XU 5 ) B AR 5% (Nenkov et al., 2008; Rimetal., 2011). &2, &t H
b5 A T R AR S 45 2R e, TS Ak S e AL ) 5 2 ARG . X vk B AR B b
A T AR R SRR A A, T SR BRI G T S PR A A A A

412 BHERSERBENXR

B b, B0 TP B AR I e A 3 B R T R BRI A TR 2 B A, ST, SRR
F AN IR AT AT I 52 ) 5 38 2 () 61 2% (Chowdhury et al., 2009; lyengar et al., 2006; Kim & Miller,
2017; Newman et al., 2018; Schwartz et al., 2002). 5 R, WOAEIE SIAEEM IR, 550 E L HAHH
K (Nenkov et al., 2008; Rim et al., 2011), H5iH#k{% %% IEAHC(Newman et al., 2018; Purvis et al., 2011). 4=
T P AR T AR 2 Sk TR AR T S W SEAR KM (Diener, 1984). WFFLR B, HAifb BARS EWE
MRIRIEA G, T AL S 5 2 U 2¢(Rim et al., 2011; Purvis et al., 2011). &2, M H RS R
AR, AR R S R ARG ) 5 2 IEAH DG, DR, H AR B AR mT R 2 A8 B 22 1030
Wt et VB 2 R S A B A3 AR I

413 BRUEBERFEHEENXR

FEBIE T I AL TR SR AN S0 e B DR AR I, BT AR T S SRR R, MR [ &
DAL DRSS 5 DR R LRI R R o WFFURRE, SR DU A3 T W 2 3L L AU PR ke SR 8 X2 A0 B i 2 Y 7 T
%% (Bruine de Bruin et al., 2007; Purvis et al., 2011; Schwartz et al., 2002). 47 f¥fHEIE(2013) X 4> T &
MACE M A E, RILR A E 2 T 5 B RS A 1, X 5 RS R B <. HE— D Hhstda
AU SN A5 70l sy (R SR, T MR AR SR i M S B i, [ i A 536 i R AU 15 4 B IR (Newman
et al,, 2018). FETH 2R UR, B TR A ER LA FEWE 55 0 LV 2l ke S 1 52 25 1 VAR I RO R 1
A R(Kim, 2022). Ftt, mm iSRS INMA, Fa R B, R ok SR S k. SRS, &
DAL RS XIS S B e A SR 5 DR S R R UM%, T LAk H AR 5 IR S  RE WE A oC. BRI, TR A
TR S R A A A e L b AR A PR S e B2, 0 F A B e DAL 3 I 5K

i bRk, mAl B bR SRR A 2538 N (AR v il = FE AR A 25 45 ) IE AR 5C, Be A KM 15 T Al 1Y)
17 28 3 L (AR AR AT AR 15 48 IEAH O, I LS ARBR A 26 16 N A%, e I A ok SR ARG T 3= 22 5 e DAL 3
MR ILARAL . B AR, BefiAl B bnilad B 5 v A AR E (L A A E SR i) B JRSEIL, T
DEA SR W AL 3G N PP B R B S BUMAARLS SE 2 HRE 4, SEUHIRIITESERN . ik, a8
Lo REmE R B A 3 T e 22 13 58 22 BT AR HOIG 20& ,  TT H Fn ZE die DAN3 JU A B 22 AR R 17 4 T
42. FEIRMUH BN LIERITRER

Lia AR SCHR, B AIU A R SR RURS B AT D 38 N AR AH 5 AT 98 N SS9 DU A~k Ao U
SRALSAT N RKHAT N B R TR ATy, ASCRAR I RSN . At t H AR A A ok 37 X%
A7 NERIOR R, JETTAEIN H AR SR A AR A AL S AL 2 (A 2T 24T i R AIE -

421 mRIIHEBREHQLBHXR

S RAL BT ) T AT AR AL 2 PO, AR AR ) b A 2 UIRORHBAT TR 2 e D 5. 3 (French & Mellt-
zer, 2019; Weaver etal., 2015). 7E3RE% K RMBF A, W R SR IR 5 FH AL A8 BB e 1
B AR I RS, XAk 22 52 BB 1 ¢ &3 2 (French & Meltzer, 2019) . IXFUESZ Y5 H
A #H 2 HE AT LA iR, BIRBMIATITRERIER] “HiE” 18, X —I RS R Ak SR ng 2 DA 5%
(French & Meltzer, 2019). [FIRF, feAtib 2 02 A0 L s e Ak B A A 2 DR A 2 2 58 40 1) 1 i b
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H IR IR1T J9(Karimi & Liu, 2020), H07E H S AL IR B AR Hu Az (Weaver et al., 2015). PHItG,
TR ARAL TG BT SR R At iR, ST 2 MERAE AL, A B AR R T B
Ok thr . Bk, TRA B SR B B A A 3 S0 A B AT ) b Ak 2 LA, i H AR AL S AR A 2D
XA

422 BRUERSFREIITHNXER

R, H5WeEMl, S EEEICNEARAREE, I HIRMBED 3R, o Tae
H TARAT IR PP 4 B 8L =i (Chen et al., 2022). SUALHENE Seh2 BT R IEAHSR, T BirS 2 ok
(Purvis et al., 2011). [k, SAUAE ANIR B AT BeVR T80 m R AL S g 45 4, T S etk HFR Gk .
UbAh, TEAE T TH AR SR, B B R A b R A T X A PR 58 R 46 ) T AN AR AT A AN E
f(Soltwisch etal., 2020). £E EPA, FtiAl 3 K im de AL SREME B AN A A 9 SEAN TR, 17 80 e i
P B AR AR A 3 B8 s RSB AR KT, s A B AR 5584 AT R UIROC . ik, s
T RESE A ) R SR AL ATy, TR B RN SR 2 g e A AR A X R

4.2.3. RMUEBEREITHNXER

AN SR IR 5 SRR AT A T 19 2 28 DR XU R SRAT 288 A AN R AP AE 22 570 KU P SR AT 4575 2040
R VG MR FRE R R A AT G RANERR, 12500 UL T 28 SR I AT N I
i (Frey etal., 2015). 7ERARTEAT, TIREBINRMAOTIE LB BRI E, AR RE =
ARG 1 71 24 $5. 38 1EAH ¢ (Hsieh & Yalch, 2019; Qiu et al., 2020). ANFE4EE I HT Bor, &tk Hbrdim 5
SRS ) TEAH DG, T S P A SRE WS 7E 22 B B3 5 R[] 52 1EAH 5%, AR ZE R i 175 58 (T 1 155 1) DU AS
2K (Qiuetal., 2020). LITEIT, WZwm EIETAT S, B LA SR (1A S840 ) 550 D) 4 hi 28
A G734 6 v AL 2 (EL S AR B R PR R, R DAL K B S P KU (i e (Rim, 2017) . BRI, FEFRIRTE N, et
1 K me At H AR AR TR i AR, TR0 R, i AL S (1 Nk B8 2 R I AR (R 47«
PEULHEN, JRA BN H AR B R A LR IR YO 2T 0 AR i, T G AL B Ak & AR A 5 20 R TE
A, 3K 3 B KU AT g 33 8 mT R BRI 7 5% 17 ¢

424 RIHEBREERIRNXR

RGLREY], RUMAEEEFREFEEENMAE, JFhmEE 2 A mE, X5
SRR AR O o DN g 22 3R 3 A e DR b PEAS 3 R I A R 25 (Ding & L, 2018) A i) T fiAili B
AFE AU A (Botti & Hsee, 2010; Jain et al., 2011; Misuraca & Teuscher, 2013). —AN#AI L2 L&
IESR AR, AW SR B AL, R v e RBUSGE WML R . XFAT AT Re Rt T b 3R
WG K A5 B 4wl B AR AR S AR B 3 4% (Diiab et al., 2008). 5 — > i 70 e AL B R 1R 3R 15 8.9 R AT
N, BMEREARMED, A B e PSR 5 B BoRr 42 55K 3 2 (145 B (Ferreira & Dos Santos, 2020).
[FI, SRS RS AL SHEIE 0 RIAEEE R . BRI SR ISR B A N AE (S B R =2
REGMNA K, RN 248 2R 0 2 ¢ T Bk ik W 5 2 15 B (Ferrari & Dovidio, 2000), X5 &RA6#H &L
1O R RRAE— B BEMAA 0T BRER Y, AU EmE S et 2 3% IEAHOG(Rim et al., 2011). £3% B
®, BRI SR EAE B SR RE Z AR E R, XL ERE &M EARTS. KL, Bai
RS s 2 e A 3 R A SS9 3K T B8 3 B0 22 A 4 E 55 O AR BRIV EARAT N IE R, 1T H AR
B WA Z 52 o

125 BHAXBESHETHHER
WA W4T T R AT P B — 0 RICERD, JRefifh bR S B
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A JE I H B = B B B BB (Misuraca et al., 2015)  SEEHEAIIIE 45 1HRi(Zhu et al., 2017), FEa Tk fig &
BEMH 4. IR RSt RIHE 5% 38 2R IEAE(Zhu et al., 2017). Kk, SR PSR X K
ARAR H BRI 5 AR 0 WA AT Dy (il 3 RN 551 RI) IE ARG, T e P A SR U 5 X 84T N TE R EE R R . B
i, VRA T BARBU R ARAL T RE A AR AR A AT RIE R, T SR R S A TG R B R

gE LTRSS ST AR AT R IE B (AR B AL 2 LU A HISRAL AT ) ARG, TR B
PRI SR LA THAT RTER, RIM-SGIEMEFIEE T N IEAC . BRI U o KRS U B fig & =4, F8E
AR REE AT E LRI — 5 X —RIEE S m R AR A B A HAR ARG 0¢, RIS AR S
i) T 58 2 R 2R, XTEAT N RIE RO E 2 M IRAT )y, SRR Ut 3 S 2 R
—5. B, VA B RS TR A A A EINTE AR AL AT G RL, T E bR B R AR AL A B
R AL 22T AT RIE N XS AN RIS AL B LA 35 (1155 4 0 LA 22 T8 24T R0 B () SR A g o 1] 2 i

7INo
S AR AR R
_ L BN N e - B4
e || - wsmmbe W R - EE
B - TG P B - S A
R LA A LA BRI
DRI LAk b WA I AL WL RS
C GEEEX R CETER
- - R AT KT - SRR
LMY =] - senmaxsx R BR CEE R R
A R B - SR R S R
- SN - SW% R TS
* HEORVE T S RS T * SIS AR R i o FIRVE T TR R

Figure 2. Overview of the adaptation results of different types of maximizers’ emotional and social consump-
tion behaviors

B 2. FRIBER A B Rt £ BT B R R

5. REERE
5.1. INGS

K5 KT e A DS RS I F S0 3R A T LT A M R, 1T o} ARG il PR 4R ) #5220 o BT Chieek
1 Schwartz (2016) 5 I A4 2R 55 XURE XURR 23 1584 DA & Hughes T Scholer (2017) B Ak H 58 IAUAE SATLARL
M, BATEE TR DY R A o AR SR AL s XA I, FRATTAT DK AT 23 A DY A S
RAERRMAE . BRI s EEAR MR . JEmtiibE, AT BT 7 IX e ()38 B
PERARE RIS F . UFAER I, ARG (038 B T e R R T e Ak B, T RIS BT e 32 BEE T A
AL SR, HER AL U3 A B A SRR SR — 80, X e R I A 42 3CRF T A R e AR A 28 28 () Ak e 3L
ANV IE B THRE A e VR B TR0 SR 2 g I Ak 3 R 0 S I A A s s AT ORE R, T H bR Y A
RO RN

B X 20 B DA R S R R L PE S ARE VR ThRE, JRIEAT AL, AR Z Uk JE B
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HEX. #Hig b, SRR EENEMARE NI T, (0 237y e L At B S5 4 RV
KA, TokHErE R AP SRR R, DU SRERBIRDY A R 5 T AN I AT 8 T Hide fit 1 2
WAk . B, EHCH WU AT DURSE 2242 A e A SRR AR B IRNL 5 T 4R T T AL Bl
AICRT LAA 2 e A RS R R D7 2 S 14t 1B LA A0 T LR e

BRSO IR I e AL H AR B EE SR e UL SR (R AR 2R, (B ZEWIw 2, XS AR Y
TR B F AR LR . RS STV aNE s B, SR AL SRS I RE e AE B I PR . il b
VAT AAESS S S A 38 0 ) DS o A A0 ) 2 A O SR B R (3 30T (Hills & Hertwig,
2010). Schwartz %5 A (2002) I LR B, e LA SRS A B TR B SR Il | iz L RIETA MR =
KRIVBRAEIEF N2, IEE5R 1A T REVEVE BB AR . DRI LSS R B (AL 3 AT IR A R e iy
THBR S o

5.2. RKMRERE

ARSI AR FERL A R VY SRR BB AR IR T T R A PSR XU 1 3E B S AR IE RS R, PR
FARAL TR KA SR 7B B HELE o AR RAIF 5T I8 T DA SR L B A B L SR A, R B S AR SO
IR . ST VU R RS B FOAE AR AT A TR B, 5 2500 2 (W SESCRE . DRI, ARSR I
FHT M Z G LT JAN T TH -

W, FET IR L A I YEE S A HAE R IT AT FE . 2 0t T e DA TR SR AU A Dy S AR T
JRWEFL, X772 N T e PN R A PR T 3 S P R A I N T T 2 57 o AR SR 9 40 R X B AN 4
HF A B, DMES] &G 800 TS . H M Cheek 1 Schwartz (2016)42 H 584k XU 5
AL, WEAIF AR TR LA B AR S S A SR 0 DX R Qe IX PR S 22 BLAE H M AR 1S B 7 0
TRF o AR AT AAE BAE AR A 25 SR AL U 3 XUk 5 S0 B o AR B (L KU i )« it 88 R TEAEAT N) 2
DGR, DR DR HT 141
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