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Abstract

Due to limited auditory pathways, individuals with hearing impairments rely more on their visual
systems, exhibiting a unique pattern of “compensation-deficit” in their visual working memory. Pre-
vious studies have found that the capacity of visual working memory in individuals with hearing
impairments is not significantly different from that of hearing individuals. However, these individ-
uals excel in visuospatial processing and dynamic information handling but perform slightly worse
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in time-series tasks and complex binding tasks, which may be related to modality-specific re-
source competition. The theory of modality-specific plasticity suggests that functional reorgani-
zation in the auditory cortex provides a neural basis for enhanced visual function, but this com-
pensation is not universal; it is regulated by task demands and neural resource allocation. Addi-
tionally, sign language experience has a significant impact on the visuospatial working memory
of individuals with hearing impairments, with long-term users performing better in relevant tasks.
Educational interventions should integrate the visual compensation mechanisms of individuals
with hearing impairments, maximizing their visual learning potential through multimodal teaching,
environmental optimization, and family support. Future research needs to deepen the exploration
of these mechanisms and promote practical application, aiming to build a more inclusive educa-
tional system.
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1. 5|8

TARCAZAE N NS PN TS S R OB, 65 BAFE 5 I T2 A CHE(E FH (Baddeley, 1992). T
Wy B 1M 5 (A5 304 — 58 SONIR SE R BUG R R T 800 132 40 AMA), i T 5 48 B R AR 2 0 MR B g
PEBRE, WrEE 2R, HA ARG F A EZHE EMATIRECT R ], FHILE, 2015). X—AF L] §E
S AT AL AR ICAZ I DhRe,  dET B sg e 2 o) SO (U . SR ) 5 42 B ah (an T
HF ARG (Bosworth et al., 2013). #iE i 7 TAEL A0, 2024 SEG8H B, EERAH 5% 4.3 10N
TEWT AR, X — AR A RIAREE ML A OO FE R R 22 (0 B 2R, TR R S SRR R
HA Iz 2 s

SR, E AR B A AR 12 B S PERR TR/, 2 ) LEE WT i 1 P88 SRt AT 545 5
SR RE T RE, HAERM I “HA 7 B CRME” ML EAIE G H AR TR IS AT A L,
Wr b B A 20 TAEEAZ 68 S1(Boutla et al., 2004), FELEIFF L2 A F1EWr b & R I 47 (Rudner et
al., 2009), {H 5 —LEHff S H 7RI 8] FF FITE 55 o W B 35 47 76 95 ¥ (Marschark & Hauser, 2008). X7 J&
WERIER, WrBEH WAL AN LR W R RS Rr e, ZE T, ACBERSEES RIS, R
GEAR T U B o TAECAZ ARV . PR HLE S 2 A R, DU AR BT IR 2 IR R R 4k 2% DA
K Ja K
2. TR R EHNE

T2 A BN T 5 DA R 4 RR (I 25, Baddeley (2000)7ERF 584G I e 12 35 AL B3R T T
YEIRAZ DA R FE o AT R G 155 T B DA S AL 2 (B ) = B 73 B2 (g 7 b ity B33 s S AR BE 2R o
FL AR 3 (AR LA T QB 2 8] 1) 4 i 77 A A7 BN B 7R 55 B, BRI BN I 5 TAE 1242
M TAEICI A EA IR, B REIREE 3~ MR, BT AMEEM T ERELE, ZNMKRRER
B R 2 — , TEAMA I 2 B R o Ok 356 A T BB K /E F (Emrich et al., 2009). 7EBEAT ML 5 AE R I
BERE SR 2R 25 10045 2., A IR AR AR & W E g o, 2 T X i 2845 B AL SE AR iC 2t mT 40 g2k
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P23 0] TAEICAZ 2 B4 ST AR AN T RAR B 25 (B 5 A5 B AL & iR TAE D2 R B &k B & @ A
KIME BIATACEE, Flngith ., FOREE(CE 28 CHIBPREEAE, 2006). —F Z [AZMHXT ML T REG, % H M
TN A AL AE A 2 BN T (Finke et al., 2006).

W TAE IS AZ O 72 B 548 10 38 2278 3 (change detection paradigm). % %24 25 Vi :{(continuous report
paradigm) & % 3B 575 70 (multiple object tracking, MOT)&5 ., Horf, ARk 4 823 28 o A6 I 301 5 12 12 10
() — M 2 2 5 TARICIZ AR B (Luck & Vogel, 1997), fESZE6 b B HIHIE 5 g LOE BB, ldn
BN RTC R SCE T IRBAT S, T A 28 BH W g W = R385 P B O (Bad deley, 2003). B 78w, Wrks
FH I TAE LA R I8 3.5 NEAR, S{@0r35 003 % 7 (Bavelier et al., 2006), [M7ER =90 E(T5%
(it - TeARA G, Wrbsss s B IR e g, RIBKIE TN & (Wheeler & Treisman, 2002), 4L
2 5 90 23— 25 R AS DU 0 2 7 20, 3@ B PRI BVl I B T AR CAZ 0K BE (Wilken & Ma, 2004),
AT I ARG T TAR IR 2 T, 538 Frik B B e 2 E SRR B M ke ik, G
ERAK, k2, Z25FMECENSICIHERAKZER, RFICZTREHERmLDZE TR F. &
B IR B S B AR 1) S PR B IR (0 2 S 1A AZ R B, pl bk T DR e o A e e SR
R IAFICIZ AR SR E % & (Zhang & Luck, 2008). Zadeh & Ahmadi (2015) % T B X6} B 45 40E £ 2
R 5@ E TR E LR, MEMBRSTRIEMR. B, WrkEE T35 101280 B g
W, HEBEIIZEELREER . X—ERR, WEEH P RETseE R T mgess, maEg
.

SR, TERHATICAZAT S0, RSt AE A& ## Ib AN, Pylyshyn & Storm (1988)KFH 2 AR IB EZIE
X, HRFE LU T A P S BRI T . AT, w5 bk ik S O 4 R
[ 5, Herb— 8020105 b o B ARTCR N AR B, HAR 00T, 5 SR PTA I K317 % H
MSLIANGE S, FRPEIRIEEE H AR B I H FFLLE s — B JSE (7~15 #0), BENL—ANT0H Nk
ORI, FERARAIWOR T BRI, 5 SR 7T A 5 B B R AR R AE T 20, R R 2
SRCERAE. B35 M%5)EEE I RAE, T HABKHES B 5 B0 (LR P45, 2006).

A S ARG F S o, MBI ES . 2 REIEEIER BT SERR, HARIX 5756
Hgtidizangit., FIR), mREF IS IRIRIE . AN, Wk PR E rb o [ 300 57 35 55 B SR8 e AL L
AR HFRIEERRE T, (B M BU ) id 12 5 2 T Hi(Bahrami, 2003) .  EA&AT55 AT R ARAS &0 T
PR, DRI A Sk 75 75 W B 2 AR 0 LA G AZ A SR 6 r i LR e o R R S0 T, sl B A I
BT, ARSI R PR T 3BE, BEAE S T B S TR SR RIE kL. B o AR 1CAZ B FE A
TE2Miu, BEEMEEE. BEASISM TR, XU Rk, B 708 58 75 i
PLBE T R AR Ak Can ] Hh e 1138 5 5 B A AR A AL o

3. BRRSATEMERITEE NI ES

5 1A ] 231 (cross-modal plasticity), A& 24— FlEGE Sl A\ (W 50) 32 SR S, LA R Ge(in
MBE fRSE) A BT RE B ANIG5R, DKM SZ R SE RO DI RE o IXAH LG AE KN 1 45 M AN D RE L34 P A
B, 5 R B P2 I 25 Y 2 SRR B J2E A FER 70 BC e W B R B AR I A2 R VE AR A T s R 25 T SN
i, BT 5L 32 B RIZF T 51 AR Th R AL, RAEF W 8 B R “AEH 7 DASE 5L 58N T (Bavelier & Ne-
ville,2002). FAKITE, SERIEWTREE MW 58 R AR 12 304 55 Hh B 25 0, HIOS 5 547 R IE
B

Lomber et al. (2010)f f — 2L OB EAE 55, DLEROU G, KELSWr IR ML, SRk
SRUE H A AE SR A AL ST v A S AR 8 A A AR AL S A D BRI (B AR B e, Wi it B2 S22 T 308
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WEFEPEMB IR T LA SE € LRE ST, T W o B B SR B T DO AL eSS AN o 4 e 21 W
(25 SRR, Wi s 2 AL R T F) 18 92 ey W e W o B 2 O B S B SR K, JF HA W REAE LA T
0 B2 J (R B O 0 M SR AN AL E T BE o X — BR VG U R W 5 A 08 D RE PR i B B (R 5 BRI O R ) B2
TR A HER.

3.1. #MEEIEE

AMEFLRIN DY, RIVE N — AR fh,  HURCEE T8 [0 B A TR, ORI AE A g 3o 1 A A SR I 2
BEAT DO RETERIAMES, FTREAE Fofh e & IR (/& R 48 b R i HH FEAF IR RE JJ(Alencar etal., 2019), g2
Wir B 2 PR AL B D B 2 A2 SR AT S5 2 IO BRER I A A A BV s, BER B LS Th BE PG s e % . WETTR
Y S M I 2 ) ) o (MR B AR P S S R T, X v SR (MR GRS SR 5 % S AR (Pavani & Bottari,
2012) HX AR S R BURTEAT BT os, 1S AL K 0] 15 V6 F HE K (Buckley et al., 2010), J& T
PR ERN AT LG SR(Yin etal., 2024), SERpUT PR B & ALGE 2 8] TARCIZIL S (2 B ARIBERAE55) . -4
Wir 3SR (R 00 T FUABTIE SIS, W kR JE W RResss BR T 5 BT LA KN 4 ¥ 5 Dhse A 2E 7 52, 0
THU R 255 55 M I 4% 2 (18] B ) g EE 45 19 9 (Bonna et al., 2021).

3.2. MYEREERBE

FREGER A, BT BRI T A A, D7 A FLAR A, — FL R — R B e A 2k RN R
RYUE LI REE R0 0, T B AL 2R G I R R 2 52 B o R G BRSO RELRS A4 Ty R ™ A SR
(Conway et al., 2009). B WIFERL G 7 51 2% 2] 4145 1 (visual sequential learning task), -5 34 UCEC I fE T JLE
FREL, J LT RaE 0 7 51 52 B0 Hh i/ 7 2 SRR R (B AU {5 B, %% S R B % (Conway et al., 2011)
I, W BeAE BB R A AR AN R TR AT N A B, X o AT AR 20 A5 T [ 5 B ) 52 A0 T o
BE TP, A b S UL T 52 451 (Eden & Flowers, 2008). {H Dye & Hauser (2014)1A A J L 2 W F& 3 £ 1 [6]
FPHMES h R IR 2, wRERIGh Z W S P e REE G AL J7, 10 Bl AE W S BN S A MEH LB T i, T
s 25 52 30 AL BT R TR s e 2 B R B

RAISRG, A W] R S SRR T B AL D BEAE T D 2 B L T AN R R AR AL TR A . O
B AEAN RS TR B IO 22 5, VT Re 2 W o B JE AE A 5 FH I o At B J2 1) DR 8 P 0 (R (Li et
al., 2012), KRR AT LAMAARIHHE A FE ix i 22 AU R BRI 5 9 T SE R AP 8 40004 o IhAh, BB v 2
FAE R MEAREE, T2 BT S TR 540 IR BT o X R AR AL TE ) L2 I 3 o] 8 52 21 K &
IR, — SeE e C5OE W] R R R 1 AN R 1738 A B R DG B R 7 IR SR = W R, A
FERLSE TARACIZAT S5 P R DU % (Kral & Sharma, 2012). 11 BEEERE K, W B AR A8 1 DL
BRI E E R, 5 EE N T BRI 5 O R

4. WFEEM T T{EICIZ B9 0 E &

Wrigss B TFIr e A R . SRR URFEISLELENER, BRIMTLEERRE M, SEE
W TAECZ ERIA A E .
4.1. ERELXERME

AR SERAEEZY LR, KEMPLEMEERE K, KRMMERERTLREEEIS
TR, ICZRE HAUREGE SES, 2024). R AKILERMRICIZEEI/E 5~11 % 2 [0 EIRIE
TR R BAB A AFGKR e, 2004), P ICIZT BN N, £ 14 8 A6 RBERAKTF(E
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NHGEE, 2009)0 X TN R TARILIZ BB FURIL, BOR SHEVTEHARCIZR AR £ R, (B8 EE{#
Wr 5 R AT . SR TR ) L2 AR 3 AR ICAZ A AR T-1@Wr JLE (Lopez-Crespo et al., 2012), 1
PO 7 51 2 AT 55 R IR B 25V e T W )L, W 5 & Wrls ) L2 7R B8 5 — IR DA B A Re B4R 1y S 0],
TN ) LB RE7E SE AT [A) B4, 1X 5 500 o0 ) <5 5 BT (B 48 B2 N T2 400 9% . 1 RAIE/NEQI, Wr
e ) L B R My ) L2 PR 2 [8) AR IR IZ Re i T 8 3 ORI 5, 2023) IX— 45105 LB 012K R I — Mol
RS, RINCLEITE . 23089 E R RiciZ m LLE 5 ARy £ R G2 A2 JFHA, 28k,
2004),

BHEDEM, BEEFRIEK, WrkEHE o E R T a2 2R DL R PSS H A BT RO S iy
[FE N TG 7 o R IT B 72 2 BARIB AT 5 T R B 3y, X 5 H K AN NG 56 DL BRI pi 48
RGBHT R BT 56885 K (Simon, 2020) 0 AHXTT-0r 77 1E 5 1 [F 68\, W B 25 £ AN [3] ) AR08 R e R FHAS
[ ¥ BB AT AR A2 e B S, X S (w4 R e S AT IR E RS A BAE A

4.2. FELRHATSIER

FABSEWT B AT A VA @ I AT R, ORI B B AL 5 B R B, 7R AN IR, AR
R R4 2 138 N 25 7 T R A SR VAR F (R R i A 25, 2009). PEAN—TTRIAIE S, FiBLLOIESE
HAE S5 R RE(E A 2, 2014) o FAB HIRIER KRR 2T F A okAE X R 2015 B,
FLGAEPERFAE AR RS M35 K5 B0 T 77 sRCE RS ER I, 2023), BFFLRI, KM TFIELKR 1R
AT EER I 068, (T B TE AT O B @ 5 AT 25 B BT [l s IS, X R T FABE— e R E b
S 7 W [ 2 AR 2 B AR CAZ (K 24025, 2016). Marshall et al. (2015)5% F 25 18] 5 BE AT 55 5k 2% 824 Wy
JLE . WS RRHE FAEE AR IE RHE FEH X —AARE S LR MJLEL TAECIZ ERI, RIMHE
TARRRHEFIER, BHEFEHEMNEIR AR FER M R, 016 F 5 15 S S FiE SR AR,
FETARCAZ L RISV DB 5, MAERHEFiEH B0 WNOE S BELK, 001752 M8 A%
R IZ B . WF R R TR G2 2E S 2% M A& H . Marschark etal. (2016) N5 %01 4R
PURTFAE B 7R B AR CAZ A /R S, R BUREE AR T R 5 (e 5 70 A58 5 s iAo 2 A
WS ERAREES . TR HZR—J7 RN R A0 W b5 2 (2 AN IZ 88 77, A8 O o 5 0] 1)
P BENERURR, L RE IS 3 SR 23 (AR A A AR A S 52 RE J) . Tl S FLIE FH BER E AA F A BRAS 2 X Wy
B2 (A SE R0 ST = AR B2, AROR IO 70 1T AR AN AR 2R FABLE T B A0 T AR L2 AT 5 (1 s
B, B FAELENTRE AT ARG 3 B (R 3RE, 2023).,

5. IrBEEME TIEICIZ A MME N HIERE

HAT, B R 20T BaFET NS . FAAH S AL(ERPs) D RErE LR R (MR Z5E 5 HE 5E T
EICIZ A FI R AN e IT T 2 M. Z 2RI, Hrd, ERPs B m FE B, Rets Sl
o LAEICAZ R & I LR B mT s #5888, T 9 N FH T S o AR 10 2 25 B RN R ARG FE Rt 9 v (e 72 U
45, 2012). XHWAEIR7E B (contralateral delay acticity, CDA)¥E 5515 SAEM 5 LAE1C 12 1 gm s F 4 Rr B B
YA, R TAEICAZ L 5 T Re K #83 B 24E H (Drew et al., 2006). #£ B A S o R AT
Mz, KR 72 A AR S, — DR S B AN o SRR A AL, 5] R MU R ik~
BRIGIOE ,  HAS 5T A2 R FH A0 00 223 R0 00 s AR A, T V98 A0 X PR R 22 St R 8 £ A7 2800 Bk Az
BT TG R IR ) S5 A TR AL S TARICIZ 455 . CDA — R IR 2 L5 1) 300 ms Aitq, JF
R BRI T2 IUAT, 2 SERNB AL TAE IR 2 A = K3AE S T s TAE 22125 12 A
JARZ RIS ATALH] B B Z 25 FR(McCollough et al., 2007).
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Mo TARCAZ AT 2R B 2 M X IR 2, # 70 BLTA AL T2 n Tt 72
rE R IR AMPATERIEM, TR 2 S5 2 EE BRI, B AR AR CIZ BN AR
R CAERUE L 2010). BERASBEEAEYT Fd FA I R A & — DN EHEI R, BWRE U o X AE AR 0r
DA S WG, X P REAT Bh T W B TEALOE TAR QAT S R I . T 90 R I s bl - i [X Zh R )
ATIAVECAR, FLJR TR B 2 (P 53 2 1) G ) 55 A B s SR e I o, P (B AT 2 ) y i A ) - e i
JEAU(Ding et al., 2015). EERFTSERAENT I BReh A1 o A0 B7 1 o i IR RN, BF Je 3 3s ) fMRT SR KB 24 4k
22 2 BB W B 4 i T 25 17 J2 1) s 2 5 (Scott et al., 2014). Miller et al. (2018)% NN NAF 2
Z IR AH AR 2 ARG 44 M B s i Bl . 1 — 2P RIAE B RICACAR 55, Wr ks (A BT
MRS D, AR R T 2 1035 3 2 (Weisberg et al., 2012), 125 18] TAEILAZ 5 538 T0 - 25 DI AH
Ko IX AV AR 23 0] TAEACAZAF AL K00 RO O A R0 7 52, e 17 Wi B 2 M o 2 1) AR A2 L%, s
e W b 2 A0 2 ) TARICAZ R A E R K 2 —

2 R A BER AT W 5 RS ik R AN 2 e W 0t B, 3 2 5 M R AN ORI Y T i R 2% (Kumar &
Dhanik, 2024). 2 RAR R 2 # SRS D BEREILIR BAR (rs-fMRI), Ny T AR KN N FE DD e s A 3R ik 17— A
. WHFERY], SWr IR R B, W K 25 AN X SR B T REIE K 2B 1 A2 (Kumar et al., 2021).
B fEF DT R 2R E TRz Mg, 0% RSG5 S SANE 5 A X I (8]
HEEVERG N, RWIINGR 1 DR REE AL A S5 BRI EE (L etal., 2016), F34h, L IRI(STG) A4
B Bl X (SMA) %5 [X 355 D] A Wi 5 A T 5, Ak JERRIT P 6 36 7 o 9 A P T 32 38185 1) 5% (MeCollough et all,
2007)o Kumar %5 ARH] rs-fMRI, A5 R AL H- 224 A il 5 A4 IR 2 9 B Rtk 1 o o T 98 9l 1 4
TR 2 A O W i S 3 T AEARBE PR & N . HAE A W st S NS OL T, MR B 2 7T e AE AL BRI 15K
BeAE BT TH R IEE KMIER, X5 Bavelier fl Necville T H (OB AT I PE AR (R FF— 5. AL, K
1B A8 2 A A2 B X% 1 G e 52 1 ORI X 3 A A2 A TR 2K DA RN AR B 32 Bl 7R SR IR 0E R
(Emmorey etal., 2003). X85 HLUEEH 1 RH 0T B0 1 28 AR ME M %S, JR7R 17 KW B 1 A R 35 4% (Bola
etal., 2017).

6. BETMSEERMNA

Wr e 5 DR T S T 52 B, HALSE AR IS IZ R s AR AL A e P . 6T 0k, B2 LN 2
EREUESES AV = R S PN BN o i

6.1. ZRSHRFERARES: WEITUEIGR

Wy B 5 L o TAEICIZAE 25 (M 2wty 52045 BB h B B &R, FHAE TFMHRLES 28
BHFME SRR TR, Bk, SRR et A RERIE SRz, W5 3 2540 5 F 3
FIN A% R 8 2 v T8 A5 S F-(Marschark & Hauser, 2012), H - F1BERIZRFRME T E 245 B84, Hln
R 5 EeE, B3 o U ARt AR B S R R Ry T A5, DR SO i o T A
e aE B BFFLRM, RAZIASEIRURE F,  Wr k224 10 23 (B HE 3 E R 2 28 Frig FH(Emmorey et
al.,2016)o HK, FEALILSE(VR)BOAR AT AL, H sk 5 S FC ah 28 I L 75 5K o an vt R 4Uh e 7 HiAE 55 1
e FR A2 R AR B SR R, &0t 10 IgR)E, HAAE R TAECiZAS &M 3.2 % 4.1 D Hiw,
HiE# 2 J sy s B R L m(Nunes et al., 2014). b4k, RERAH AR TR EH 2 TiE— D
TP o Bltn, BT AT HLAI IR 2 S i i 35 Sk i AR IR BRig s IR HR Ak sy 5] & . (H H A
AR PFAE LR I I A R, MORL IR S VPG . ZOF BRIV DL R s 07 ik
I 5 BAE AR ML bR AR, VR S5 B AUHT SBOR 18 F B 7R 22— AR H i A2 « Rk T BA
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FOE R R R (3t DXCREAT Wl 3, (R T 0 S A0 S B s DK L (T B pE 2 51 A\ 3h 2
P EeF, SRS W et R AL B, 3 B O PR IR R 4E R 7 5]

6.2. RMAEMELTH: BRIIEEHEMER

29 3 T W o5 5 %) PR D ) e 5O () v e [ R L R R TR IR SR ) TR AR PR T S A 2 )
R, REEARAE AL . —T71H, - BEE BT R AT s AR B e MBS . i — v, A
A ZRBE T 75 0 LA 8 15 2856 72 57t o BT MRS ) LEE R I xR AR AT 55 (it BICAZ) ORI 25 0%, T /D
AR AT I 28 A AR S (1 VR GO RS s Ak =B AT, AT BUIE S W 5 DA &N I ZR(Auditory-Cognitive
Training) K U 5 BN 5 51042 75 SR A 45 & (Ferguson & Henshaw, 2015). {EfE R M2, FiBEM AT
T E G A RetE . B, EFHBFINGHEREI “Z27 Rigshigie, KAL) LG = (&
WAL, (R A B B 3 in L.

6.3. BUNSHEMFEIMEE: 19E R TFFME

BB T TS R T AL B TR 5 R B SR R M R . %, SO R
CMBECEIE, BRI RTRERS VR TRRME, 500l FH MR R S TR, ik
B I, TS 178 0 U AA 0 ST i SR, 0 B A A T N AR ]
HO, KBRS 2 ST MR A B M. BBUR K B ST “BI2EST M7, R & AT RAL
TR B, B R R R B 2/ W% R IR TT 30% (Sarchet etal, 2014). B HIEMR, 3
THF A SIFINL. B, SRR IO A RS, SRILES S, (R
BLEILIZAE SRR S5k, BT KB R AR TR U, i SR 7 R
Wt 47 (2 2 s

BTS2, W REE TR SR, BT AR A SFEOER S P P2 R
KR, AP TRIFR(NTFUE VR F8) SEE R A 1R, M M - TH - W7 3 &
i, BASHEE AT SR A AT R R

7. &Eig

W B R TSRS S T B SR AR AE GRBE, FLOBR RS RIS 107 s AR R 2 3 7 BRI (K %
MATERE, 2005). IVt iBESZ R, WrisE e TARCIZRIIE AME - BREET A RARAEt, L
TS EENE . W LT IRAW AT . 2RI B AL TARC LT 7 2 T AT g ) R AR
AR BT INAUESS, MWL S BAR LA A, JF 5 @0 & 34T b, it — Wi #l ot TARID
TCHRT KA R T BATT S dr A TR B AR o, DU 5 K PR BE St 388 v W o 2272 19 5 20 E 7 (Kail
& Hall,2001). ¥ ETWTE L& ST SEARMB, AR TSR HIR RIS L AL, &
ST B AR RE A B KRR I B 22 B SR S BRI AL, M R B AEENEE R, AT
PEREA SR AT E T SR N .

SE WK
BUN, TARAR, FHRIDE(2009). 8 B BIRUE TARILIZT BRI R, OFEFIS, 32(2), 324-326, 280.
FHRW, FILAQ015). #5/LE 0% bt Juat K% At

eV, ARSEHE, MRIEE, FE, KM, TR T(012). XTRERTE R AL TARIEIZAE BAEMEM erp Fab5. AIFZER
57(30), 2806-2814.

FRHRIR(2023). FAHXT N BRI L TR R, e LR, 37(3), 81-85.
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ZEH, RE(2014). FIEIE S FAUARNE 5 FO AT SRR —— USRS, #EFHFHF, (7), 26-29, 36.

XK, EBE2010). & TAECIZH KBRS R, OBEF IR 18(2), 200-209.

W, FBRE, M0, 250, BRii(2006). 412377 A TARICAZ A &, WA O, 12(4), 291-296.

EXk, HHEE#(2023). FABRUMER LR, HC/EHHE, (22), 53-59.
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