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Abstract

This study focused on a two-experiment research paradigm, designing two experiments to observe
the effects of emotion on temporal prospective memory and event prospective memory. It was
found that the effects of emotion were small in both temporal and prospective memory, and that in
terms of response time to the ongoing task, subjects in the neutral and negative conditions re-
sponded significantly faster than those in the positive emotion condition; the opposite was true in
event prospective memory, and the effects of negative emotion did not produce responses that were
much different from those produced by neutral emotion. As far as the correctness of the prospective
task was concerned, the responses of subjects in all three types of emotional conditions were
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insignificant.
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1. 5|15

BT, XTSI IZX A SR A ARRN, 2 0 AL K CEHGEUT TIH G aTEid
LR AT, WAADBRARI, #H TR RE, At Kot eds R — U2, Rkl
REMBAESNATEICAZ, (EAETH ARG 48 0T 1T TEAZ 52 0 3K 350 43 WA R 73 B

MRIERMAE L H R IR, DEEORI B SR G 28 T AR S A N Bk B 4EiE sh iy, ez
RO SRAE T JLEAT 2, A NGRS et G I BR ], X AT AP KA N SRTERITE L, AT A4 7 3 2
HI4E 7% (Fredrickson & Branigan, 2005). Isen etal. (1987)f3 Hi451: AT ARG (] an 248 IR BN A AT
DARIL SR Gis Jy,  w] DATEAG kb A e el 3, 9 EL AT A0 DA 0 R G Pt R AR AR I 2 i 8, AR AR
o (1) Co 7 T DA% A7 T 6 B e AR R R AN B IR A 4, IR IR I B AETE B 7K1 o AR Green etal. (2003)
KT HRWMPURTES S UL A B F 0 EE S Z IR R AR PURTEERAUEAR, B 2528
WERVER /. Levine and Burgess (1997)¥8H, RIS /KTy = ye B K A FIFREE 24k, Pires
A5 AT Y T Y TR 38 o, A7 T ) A AT v Y B AN AN R RRAE AR A (TG R St T B 2 AR
AT A S AL E BTN . Fi, G820 BRI AMES, FHEEld T RMESRSES. &
WIS 28 T IS NG, TR R G B EEAR A 48 T AR BT DAASHIE 78 FA Tk Bt 58 A AT THEE R A 4
VAR AE Z0IRES T I ATIE 1L 22 BRI AR

L1 RENEXS 7%

T 25 2 MMART & W2 153 2 B OO 75 28 P A S BE R AR IS (L 22, 1989) AMITHEH# A4
W, BHESA ST, SRS 2R AT R R e SR B — e FR L 52 . Wt 9 0
1854653 NS S ATE S 26 (Lerner & Keltner, 2000). A A 42 AR S TE RS 235 2 /=4 1
—FRPURI ERSZ, XS] DS N RB IR, RIS, E%. BZEEFEEHEE TR
g5, MEIIEZE A S B NI TR SRAFAN B 2 77 AL i R RS2, XA 4 248 N1, BE
o LSRR T IS

1.2. BIREICIZEOE X FNy 2

A R RTIETEIZ 2 04 Sk Bt — B 200 B2 i 1 F BT 55 1012, =& AR T [0 12 42 1 — A 42
(Brandimonte et al., 2014; Kvavilashvili & Ellis, 1996). % 8RB 121 59 24 R LA 2 AN 8k 81455,
AT EICAZ T LA 23 B A e R AG IS R 2 BR AT B A2 B R R R 4, rT a0 RO RS AR P 25, XA
R bruefRaa s o, AR Ta AL LI R B F A, AU 58 I 8 2 R AE [ 515 (Rendell et al.,
2007)o FEATLSS TSy, FH S A4 1 A () 4 SR ) BT BB 1C 4233847 4 2 (Binstein & McDaniel, 1990; West &
Krompinger, 2005). B[] AT BE 1CAZ 02 AE —/NMRF i [ I [R] B30 75 — BEiS 18] 5 $RAT 3T 3 1S4 02 &k
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PERS RS JE A RO . I EERTIECAZ U A B A, rDERE R B R s Xtz
AT s SRR, FOEESE RO A RATE), ARZ BREE). R % 1A mt
FURIHL R ATIEICIZ M R S T

1.3. [BESAREICIZAXR

Cockburn and Smith (1994) 5 {0 £E FEAE 28 A RTHEICAZ 8 REAT TIFE . WEAE R, #OARIFEREIE %
Sz g 2 U B Eh &A1k, FERE TS 4bk m el IS, 2 il ey, sk EE E), W ATHE I
TG ZE . N A 45 (20 10)EMMER T A ERTBEICIZ A FE T A5 T AR 4518 .

Harris and Cumming (2003 ¥ £ JEE 25 0l 73 A IRAS £E B AVRR AR R M, I L AR AN RTIE MEICIZ 5256
SEAGUE B, CIRES £ RN BT ICAZ A = AR I s, AR R SRS IC I G i, AL T R AR RS
SEBGE FRGTUARIG ;s 53— ANRE AR R U2 SR T AR Sl B S AR S

3 1 ENI2007) 8 AL 77 R0 5T T PARAS [ R R A5 EE AT M [R] AT G 1D AZ 2 R B R o 5T
SERR, PP BT MO R AR RRAS A B AR SRR S £ P8 2 (B [ T
PEICAZ, BN HAVERTIE ML IZIE e . 1 W] Q014 s FER K 7 RS 5E N ERE, i
—BAER, IR S S FHIE RS T PATAE 55 IR R 5 S S 8] A B s, (E SR AT B [ 2 s
WAL TG, HRKAATATRN . SIS F A 1 22 T 0] S0 45 B AR s o i ax 26 DL R 72
FATRT LA H B FH AN (R (AR 45 e 7 $AT %o RTRE PR CAZ e mm, I TR M AT BE IR IZE AR IR S T &K
EARGFIARL, (HRS BB RTIEMECAZ . Rude et al. (1999) & M7 T 0 5 AT BE M iC 12 2 18]
MR R I A HALE 9 10 528 5 A A RIS 26 1) 523 A0 LG B A 22 I B TR P TR AZ B S
JiR PRI AT e AT AIORE ) 2 8 T R A RS, R Bk R R R ). TR AR (2009)7E X HIARE
BE T R R WIL T M FIRSE . Kliegel et al. (2005)HIRF 5045 Bk om, ARG 2543 50 a4k fr s ic
TC ST, RS ERTIE A2 A o kA SRR 009) R IR, FAPERTIEICIZENAITEL 38
I K.

Kliegel et al. (2005 T8 : IR0 % I PR RTRE ICAZ B RS, HIX G L R HITEAT 551
BTy I, B RS S C I AE W BORES T A AR R B, HFETEEBEEY & & 5 MR
SN EPEEAR RN R.

— MR, BURE S A BT RTREICIZ AT . T ENI2007) TS o SXTIRALMLL, A NS
538 ReRE @ 175 5 52 A3 TE S0 A (0 100 17 4 SR S ik P T R CAZ ) G R T T 1 RS 12 R B R
PEZR(2009) 4 FH UGN & SR BB RO 28 A IR EE PR TS 4 - 45 R, AR 46 DR RRAE 1R
K, BeRE S T RTIEICAZ B ST T e 5 0 150 15 48 T T R 1 AZ PRI AR ARAE T AN v B2 ) B AR AR 287K T
RTEICIZ B RS AR AR AE A o SKINER 201 DB FE T ATRE ML AZAEA R B2 Fr B S AN RIS 267K R
PRI . SO R, RS2 R T H A AT L IZ R SR 5K 020134 SER 3 AR U 4/ 2 = 3]
HE, BRI RAUESE T 2R .

TEARTENQOI)FI TG B, BEFT 1 IR )07 ) 17 2850 B[R] RS 1 AT BE I CAZ s . SIS SR AN,
KT HTHECIZ AT S M IEf2E, BAMES RN F RN RE, EREHERNFRNE AR . KL Q016)01F
& S5 E A MERTIEICIZ 2 (M B R THF T, AT IER R, T4 AL R 2 B R iR, AR 254
1SRG R RS, TR ENE G AR . Bk ET A, R E LR T S RIS I IR 5T L4 A
RNT , AHHF ARG RAAAF

B2, MRS RAIRNE TS PSS T, ATIEICAZ P A AR b . SRR RS G R0t 256
ZH5EMTREBIMT RS E W LR REZAREAE, FH 3 MAFERBREERE R LIRS 5#5 1
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52, RIENHES H5EAANFNEE NRRN. B IRAMERRBLE A TS A b s g H o
{RHERTHEICIZ, WAEEE = HI 59 HTE L2,

2. SEL6 1 ARG RIREICIZ SN
2.1. BT

2.1.1. #iRk

W A TEALITTE R AR, R N\E -+ L MEAd, Hdh B4 24 4, FHER 2071 £
1.31, ZcA21 4, “FIY4EES 19.29 + 0.88. Wi BORARY A K ARG, MO BRILSeIHdE . S238 T,
PR T BB EE . LWL RGN .

2.1.2. SEEHR

B4 RBbEL. 3 MRARTERL b 1 AR RIERGR IR T 28, B0y 22/0 95 282017) KR A kel
YRR —BAm L, 1k F g U0 (IR 22 554:) o JEAIRON 5 208, —BOUB TR sl ts2s, ok
G 7 RS (2008) BT AIRE v CROKRH 7310, JERIRON 5 708t e —Boh e ARG AU, 1EH
FEDILEQOIT I ARG H AL, FAIAKON 5 7> 05 7,

T2 FIPR IR G o B TR T R 25 PR IR0 25 N B AK 08 SR TT I IEVE M1 45 8 R (PANAS), BRI
18 16/, i HHIEfE S E & 5 —F, &F 0.781, {5/ 0.85, iZEREA RIFAVNITACE: #nT
X PR IVEE T H , BN X, IR S DG A P P T

2.1.3. £t

SO SR S N R . %8 3 MR BRER I AT RIS, AR, PSR =K.
AR AT MELIRE T W SLI0 . RFAME G 07 A0 2 R 0T B P47 . =i 46 N BE ML 0 2544
FRAE AN 5] 25 1 L2 T I AT 55 ) IE R

2.1.4. IBEF

ARSI R B R WL IR, SR AT AT RS, — N EHIE IR, R E AR
A, #Y, 2h, iEEh UK. RS HLEHE | AN AB, 4 AN IEUSEIGA B, o) bl 50 MRIRE AL,
IESEER B 200 MARA R RAA IEMFRLE T 22 )\ 180 L EA BRI a6 1E U sess . IE s
R AN, — AN BT AR, AL 200 MK, BARETEA 54, 25108 1:50, 3:50, 5:50,
7:50, 9:50. SEIG—IFAG, BERMIFM I, OREEPSAS AN, FPRA AR E ST, R
PR E L SRR B E SRR, an S AR, AR A B S T AR I A) 1 HTHE ICAZAT 55
BT B AR R % B bR TR AT IS S FD P OB IE R S0E IERf 52 il B AR AT 45 4h, A diihz
[E] (R R S [ [ 1, ARUE. 30's B, A mT DLl i 4% “Q” #adk N R — AN B, BN AT AR RT/E LT
AU S 2P A AR A “+” 800 ms, #1000 ms (75 SE(FIRE S BE), BRI RS L
LA 3000 ms BEFIARSN, ZJE A& 1000 ms I 5E, ARG A ST IEEE R ORI . SZye i 2
LRSS T, BT AR AR 2040 Ly, AERA DR FE RITRE R 12 A [RIINE, EAT AR 5%, A DAl ik 15 2]
R BRI AR T8, A R Q7 B N IEUSEIOFE T o AT 55 (1 RAR S48 A ik AT ik vk (17
81 SN RO IE R 2R, ] A T A2 AR AR ST 34 S Bz s T IE A R

22. GRE5 45

2.2.1. {BERSAIEHER
R, P S UM % N2 AT S, Bl 5 152500 Xt EEET ¢ 4606 . & 1 F1A)
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ALAEH, BRI T, Balsesmimsess 5 i - B 2800 t(14)=-2.534, p<0.05; k%
T, $ORFTEEM A ZEIA K 1(15)=-1.483, p>0.05; JHWIEL T, $ORA1 G RS Z LR R t(11)
=-6.311, p<0.05. FULATFS, R SLES AT KBk i1 26 00 07 g rTAT I

SR G, BRIE S T BRI RGTTIR TR, HRZEAK(t=0.739, p = 0.47), XA
THARAE SIS B JE T 46 DA BT 5% THARTE S Foan) ks, RS E0E KTtk s kS8, B4
BEETE% B2 =-2.160, p = 0.041), UEPHSZIGLERET, BAKKERIGHIRFE, Rie%
FIHIES

Table 1. Mood scores of subjects before and after mood initiation and at the end of the experiment

= 1. REREE. FURSERERBIXRIIFESD

(EE =Rk} (FEN RN LG AR
M SD M SD M SD
TR IE 240 26.47 5.70 29.17 6.44 25.23 8.69
SRRER 3.62 0.65 423 1.48 3.62 0.51
RG24 15.42 527 27.13 8.03 17.46 6.31

2.2.2. BETRIESRIIERZE R KRR

RYE T & 2 Box, IEEFATHIMESHASZIEERMAK: F(2,40)=1.246, p=0.298. M3 3
50, BT RTAECIZT 5, fEPATAES e, B MM A: F(2,40)=4.103, p=0.024. FH5H5%
R, R SR FITE RS 2, Bk e S R T AR R A

Table 2. Percentage of correctness on the task in progress in different moods

® 2. NERETHITHESHIERE

N M SD F p
TR AE 440 15 0.76 0.23 1.246 0.298
SRR 12 0.61 0.24

RS A 16 0.69 0.25

Table 3. Response times for tasks in progress in different moods

3. FRIBE THITHIESHI R KA

N M SD F P
TR AE A 15 963.15 388.21 4.103 0.024
SRR 12 560.88 323.94
IR A S 16 728.89 378.23

2.2.3. FHEHHEIEFRIEME

LI B AR (I, 7E B ARSI AT S P A% R S BRI, TUC N IE A 5¢ B TR M i e A2 AT 55 o 5T
B R RTREAE S M IERS, EHBRERR T Z oWl s, W3R 4 PR, AEIEZRE TS TS IL 256 6%
FIIEHIREMZEARZ . F(2,40)=0.094, p=091.
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Table 4. Analysis of correctness rate of time prospective memory task under different moods

F* 4. NEIFE TRERAEICIZES ERMESR

N M SD F p
TR IE 240 15 0.60 0.37 0.094 0.910
SRRER 12 0.57 0.24

THR G 16 0.55 0.29

3. 3208 2 ARIFE X EHRHEICIZHIR I
3.1. ARFGE

3.1.1. #iRk

WX NP ILITIE K AR 61 4, FAE 17 £ 22 B2 06, Hh 548 4, FIER 19+132, &
53 44, PIFER 19.51 £ 1.24. Hor 14 2R SLI0BEEMIER(7 28R SEIGEIE 210, 7 A4
ITESIEMRZ 0, MR, #ORESL 2 sra B i R E 1. SLhgs ol a SR8 /M L.

3.1.2. SELEHH
A SE5 1o

3.1.3. it

AR DS B A R R R A B v o ARIEIUE B RHL D N =D AF: B AR AL,
RS Ah SRR o B3 2% 1 (0 BB AE RGBT P . B 2SR IS IR R ks
T AEEE), IR ORI ICIZ R S5 IE w3 .

3.14. ERFEFRF

B P PAESS AT PAESS, —AMHPSE =Tk, 2R EEGRNY, Y, 3, sk, i
LS UM R R R . ARSSILEAE 1 DMRoIH R, 4 MEASEIRA . Zhol e 35 MRARAR,
IEASIR A 140 Mldlf. R ERA R 2\ 8 UL EZ RA R IR IE RS, 1B
KRR AR PN, — A=A TR, A SRIRIE 140 MK DUBBENLIT SCRIURIEL B ESS
A 104, g0 L, BERECy NSRRI RTIEAESS), SREMN A28, 534, HIERH R
R BEE, AP F R 2 EE R, HAWRE 30s i, $alA4 L% “Q” M#t A T —14
HYe. BAHYTTIRRTE T RS D R 2B A BEM A “+7 800 ms, 545 I 1000 ms F 7% B (18] B 2%
By, BN A 241 3000 ms BREBIHAR SN, )54 1000 ms (9255F, SR A THG T i
R o SEORRIB R IR AR, I AR A 070 0, AR DR S NTAERR PR A DI, AT AR 55
FEAS R A B 78 0K B G DI e 318, 8 E B Q7 MR NSLIRFET . MR EIRIR N
BEAT AU 1 25 B ML AR R, SR BT T2 R AR 145 S5 2 IR R IE Af 2

3.2. RO

3.2.1. 1HERSHIBLEER

FERURL, PYESWIEX 3 MED F RIS, KERAT SIS IPN (3] LT RO REA ¢ . %5
Bon, BURES T, BEREAENRSHEZE K: 1(19)=-2.151, p=0.04; ThEES FRlE PR S
FIZARBIE: t(17) = 1.110, p=0.28; JHHNEE FHHEH+2WIE: «(18) =-5.260, p<0.05. Fik,
WLV S R 15 2 7 R AT AT
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Table 5. Mood scores of subjects before and after mood initiation and at the end of the experiment

5. RERFE. FURSERERBIAIIFERS D

IEEACEIL) CEAEEIE LIS EE R
M SD M SD M SD
TR G 4 25.57 7.60 28.67 4.68 23.14 6.46
2 3.90 1.70 3.42 0.74 3.62 0.80
TR AL 2 4H 15.95 6.54 27.95 9.26 17.68 7.72

3.2.2. HITHRESHIERER R R M
M 6 FFFHT, IEFEAT IR S A2 E MR K: F (2,44)=1.130, p=0332. % 7 &K,
AT RS RPN S, HHMEmMIEABHE: F(2,44)=0.53, p=0.593,

Table 6. Percentage of correctness on the task-in-progress in different moods

® 6. NEIBETHITHESHIERE

N M SD F p
TR AE A 20 0.98 0.02 1.130 0.332
SRR 14 0.96 0.03

MEL S 13 0.97 0.01

Table 7. Response times for tasks in progress in different moods

7. FRIBE THITHIESH R KA

N M SD F P
TR AE A 20 1268.10 275.51 0.530 0.593
SRR 14 1362.16 258.89

THMRIE A 13 1335.09 292.26

Table 8. Analysis of correctness of event prospective memory task under different emotions

F* 8. NEIFETEHAMECIZESERMRSR

N M SD F p
RG24 20 0.97 0.07 2.535 0.091
R 2 2H 14 0.95 0.08

THRIE A 13 0.88 0.18

Table 9. Response time analysis of event prospective memory task under different emotions

F# 9. TEIFETEHAMECIZES R MR

N M SD F P
ARG 2 40 20 971.90 298.59 4245 0.021
SRRER 14 1289.58 343.61

TR AE 4 13 1232.40 397.77

3.2.3. HIBEMESSAVIEMR K R RAT
MFE 8 TR, UATHEAE 55 I IR R ORTE , i R T Z T Al R, =R 48 261 T I IERA
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TRFEZESR: F(2,44)=2.535, p=0.091; %9 B/R, FOEZZMG FRIEMELEE ZR . FE2HLK
Ja, RG0S B Y A M 28 iR, (R TR R P 2 2 R 2 R A
4. Whig

SEEBG R PRAT A RIS A H AR SR K 1 2, S ST X AN T OB ATAT I TR 264,
F B R AR I e E T I I A, T T AR AR AL, M DL R PO N A, R R L AR
EEAEI IS SR 8

FHICTORHE R, I ()P AN () BT RETCAZAE A T AR Fp it = 17 45 2% 1F T Bl A AT RE AT 55 RSt
HEREES . XGRS LB A AL RA 7. Bl T IRATEREEE, AT T G
HAEHT RS I B TR, BOEZ BRSO T, o DU BC i 38, A 208 i R] 23
PUATRIBEAESS . X hIE  T BATH LI 45 5 HADHE R ATF . 23 1, TS g R S 2kas
AT AT 5% 00 B R R PR TR S o TP S R A 0 1 T AT IE I AZ R R A, T R
A 28 AT e Rl FE e R S BOA SN BT IR 8. ARSI R A (R 25 L) SMIE R aRERNRIEEE, w6
SRR FAL S P IRNE 2R IECEI 9 NI EK), S inElgs 1 i P TS A2 B &5 0 3 3R
JE3fE J1(Xin & Zhang, 2024). ARSI FAT S & R, BAEHELRNER, ATRe#ilIE 2 m
SRR KA, X R ARSI DO T AR, B RIBTIE ER R RE 2 S i E R, I SLIRAT % M
FERTBE I AL B TUAR ARIMERE, £ J5 £ BB 78 b 5% AT 40 2% FE X FE RS I 1v) /L, AR5 MRS IR A ilig 2
A RN BEUR, NI LR XA 5 22 (RS J7E 58 AT 55 I TRI I, VR RN (] g o b4k, IRl PERTIE G2 /R
TR AR E S B RN ), TSR RBAN R R A A . A NQ018)FRH, 1H%
X ARG RSN A R, H RIS BRI AT, XA 1 4505, wsEg]
RE I B YR 58 4 (R 42 S M I (R PR AT 55, T AR BT HATIEICAZ A B o ARG 28 PG T Bl i) S S
BRI S, Eal R — ROl AdE, B2, AUHE TR 48X AT iC 12 5 i 4 F A o
TEH, #E—Bask TSt ot .

SEES 2 R IUARBR G S5 IRAS T A S TR AT 55 B S i 3 U T I 1 28 AT AR 4 A5 1 R
e AW ER, —MIA EIESN AT S, Ao @ ae /5, WA R . Fredrickson &
Branigan (2005)81%E T A1 48 9 fE AT A4 318 (the broaden and build theory)iZHE it FKIr, 1EMHEZ ]
DIk —AN NHIE RGBS 26 40 TE i R L, s RGE A o R A 4 R 1 2
RN/ AT 55 Th ) B AR - X5 P A%5 A Q2018)IWF 45 0B — 5. 1L ROUH RIS
)il R LR R W E VSR T A ATREICIZ R I . SR, Fi AR 4 T REAE BRI R AR (A AR E )
HHIE R ATREICAZ, (HACSZI0 7E g BB b AR SR 20X — S RE (X5 25, 2021), BT RERIASZIG A RIS K I 2
AR AEEE %, SRR EN.

ARSI R B T RIS CAZ IE M R BB 4 2 5%, 5 Cockburn and Smith (1994)f U B gl 28 258 R[],
AL e DR S AT 55 M FE AR (1 FHE S5 IEF R S T 75%), ARIEBLN MG IR e S B R0, BTS2
FEIN N G407 55 v BN N 3 PR T AL S, B A R 5 TR AT 55 M LR 30 B2 0 7 P 38 1) s R 2%
1 G0 HTHECAZ BRI R 1 BN A B3, (EAAR A 48 s S A AT 55 SRR, 15 B 2 mT Rg el it in T &%
RO ARAERA ) S L BL(Ellis, 1988; West et al., 2003).

Kk, EHRFTLAGINAEFIRFR (RS ORBREHAFER, XOEEREHE vs &
SR DTN ) BAR R s LUK, SR XUE 55 SNBSS DA i 47 fmr 12 1 (Bisiacchi et al., 2009), BLHLE
WIS S RE RSN EAEN, 85, NG, RSN, R E G R
MECAZ I 22 AL (Chepenik et al., 2007).
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5. &

PR R TR RS T, O I VERTIEICAZAE 5530 R FAERTIEIC AR 55, HRI AR
fHe s . RN RV RTIEICAZAE S, vk 28 A AR 15 25 2 I DR A HEAT Th AT 55 1A S ST 2
X T AL RTIEICIZARSS BIAT, BRI 48 RE % 5 B AR e i A2 AT 25 1 n ok 2

SE K

TERIQ2007). 122K FIHE L2 MR SEI P, WA, il Rk,

FOB FEREWN, BER, SMEKQ017). HHE T 2 AR S MR, OB IR 49(6), T71-782.

BEA(2009). 7 BHFZ 5 FIHE i 2 mg E a a7 7. LA S0, KR W ggIiyE K.

XIfE, B, Bah, T, SR, ARAEIR(Q2021). THEELR BN RIEAE FAF M RTREICIZ I SE 0. FIEFTEIFE, 54(6),

434-439.
FIEHNE, IMRAT, XIHi(2008). 5k S EIE AT NBRIE AT 5S4 W ATIEiE 2 m. OB FIR, 40(12),
1258-1265.

WH22(1989). AZEFZE B NI HARAL.
TR, MREL, = HAE, FARHEQ2009). AR B8 5T SR Ant A BT RS MR 2R F T 5. HEERIE S 7(8),

832-833.
EWH, R4, WSCE, Mk, SR, 2E5(2010). BAFETEMFRRIECZ: INRTT KAELS. OBFIF 33(5),
1244-1247.

H HEH(2014). =B 124 TR I AR5 BTG 1C 12 #9205, Ti2A000 S, BB il BT k2.

FHAS, XL, Wik, HEAEEQ018). T RIEO BTMEITIZ IS, OB, 38(2), 117-122.
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