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Abstract

Memory retrieval suppression refers to the voluntary inhibition of unwanted memories from en-
tering awareness, and it is commonly investigated using the Think/No-Think (TNT) paradigm. Two
main theoretical accounts have been proposed to explain the mechanism underlying suppression-
induced forgetting (SIF): the inhibition hypothesis and the interference hypothesis. This review
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summarizes behavioral and neuroimaging evidence from studies using the TNT paradigm. Overall,
existing findings tend to support the inhibition hypothesis, suggesting that memory retrieval sup-
pression relies on executive control processes that actively suppress target memory representa-
tions. Neuroimaging studies further indicate that this process involves top-down regulation from
the prefrontal control network to the hippocampus, which reduces hippocampal activity associated
with memory retrieval. Future research should further examine the mechanisms of retrieval sup-
pression in reward-related memories and the neural coordination between inhibitory control net-
works and different memory systems.
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1. 51§

BRI R ONIEZ R RN, BREBREY, WEA Y B RSN, SR
FERTRS MR HR T IR AZ B R T B SOR M0 F AR IR . AT, MIHAEE SRR, MBI
BRI AL TE L, IR AE R RE S A P R HE R R . 0, RS T LU > S M T AT R
(RS AT, Al RGN TR SRR A, FFIE R O (5 B S R R, AT 4 A

ARG = ROEE(Nerby, 2015).

FERH ST, —DNEEFEZEZ R MOEE W e S AR BIREICIZ. EFET,
MATHE R EHR BAZ APEEC 0 S ARSI, Blantifn & e e 2o m I R E AR TR
B, NEAMORT DLad i 1 42 142 G A AR L] b 72 S BN 2 7] 388 43 (Directed Forgetting), i& A AYEIEAZTE G
AL B R AR AR AT SRAG A o T S B 3R S B 18 SRR O A1 75 11 3 & (Suppression-
Induced Forgetting, SIF), 444y — Fh # 22 (1) S AL 1% 8 S HLH] (Anderson & Green, 2001; Anderson &
Hanslmayr, 2014). X023 B T shiz s B NG 08k, oA Jyxs 450 PE e A
HEEE Y (Luetal, 2023; Mamat & Anderson, 2023; Nardo & Anderson, 2024).

NT RG AR BN H]ILFE, Anderson & Green (2001)7E 4 AT AHIHIVE L Go/No-Go ) EEAl I
$EH 7 Think/No-Think (TNT){E5%. %608 H A >] . TNT MK =B % 0B, #ikid
TR - BAREST U “EigE - 8E” ) £ INT BB, SRR xE 28, Hi Think W%(T)%E
RBEAR B2 B AR, 1 No-Think AN ER L H bR HEANRIR . ARIEN TNT By B i 5 78 )3
B BRAE A 2 2% A (Baseline)#EAT HLHL, AT VFAS E BN IR LS T3 X2 OREF 520 o

BEE DT FURIA R, TNT AR5 B SRR RS 8T AW o SO0 Ha M B ] A1) o #4 R 4 Jie 22 5
BARSRE IR R, Wi B 154 B R AT LR (Benoit et al., 2016; Gagnepain et al., 2017).
[FS, A2 ETTEMEMZ A, AFHEEEMMES . P P78 2L RS AL BT 2558 (Benoit et
al., 2015; Gagnepain et al., 2014), fEHFFE# Be 8 BN BURHL PP IS ICIZRIE R ZAL

FE TNT AR5, A% O AT JyFR bR iC 245 1 2R (Memory Control Effect). 1224 18 AL 45 > J7
Tfl: — 2 UG SR XN (Think > Baseline), Stz ZIRBOSICIZ AR FERIGEHEIE T — R 401 SIS RL
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J(No-Think < Baseline), HJE=zhFH 1IEFHCT: 31212 T B (Levy & Anderson, 2008). KEWF 7K, SIF
RN B A AR VAN AT B, A BE A RGN, GBS ORI s B E IR B R R 123
ML, FH15 S 1R A PR BE 06 4 W 22 1) (Anderson & Green, 2001). XS8R IIFE, AZKAeugiE F shisH
ML FEARBE A1 AZ AT 3R A%

K& SIF N O KB BRI, (HIHEAYISIIA RIS . H A3 20 AR AR HESE .
Fi % (Inhibition Hypothesis)5 T3 i (Interference Hypothesis). Bl AN, $ATIEHINLH]IBEHE B
Hl HARCIZRAE, T BRI E SR UM (Anderson et al., 2004; Levy & Anderson, 2002); &3 WA Migt
EFEEETEHEAE BN RGBT, REWFEIR B RE SIF BLR, HIEWRET N
A2 2 1 BIESE FFA E A — 5

F, REUMECIZSEINE] FHA ML S AP 3Eah, T TE@INIEE S A R L. AR
T INT W 5E, S ieAZ S B i S i & RS R SR AT 2518 . B o Lh Bl (B 3t 5 T e
b, FEREESCRE A B AT N AR s HORGERICAZ SR BN S AR AL 7T, B OSSR A
LR ER: a5 G I 40 R G RRAS T, HR 1012 B B ) 75 O B {00 o v /2 2
X, IR AR TT A
2. IBIZRIAPFIREE I MRRE : ISR S TRk

EF5F TNT 145 )55 5 138 15 (Suppression-Induced Forgetting, SIF)IF=AEMLH], H AT = EAALEH
FHEER MRS #0iB 5 (Inhibition Hypothesis)5 T+ Hi i i (Interference Hypothesis). P4 BI& 7L 15 577 AE L
il EAFERR A 3 5

MR BN, e AZ R B ) 2 — PR P AT FE B B AR, L2 B s B 1 (o
Go/No-Go {1:45 A1 Stop-Signal 11:55)EA i FEARMINE, P95 S5 7 B2 22 A Jen 428 il X 4% (Anderson &
Green, 2001; Anderson & Huddleston, 2012; Anderson & Hulbert, 2021). 24/M&FE No-Think 554 & 22k
FIART, FREFEHMH AR A2 NEIR, X REE I PATER RGNS R R . B R
o, B AR EAZERAE BIBOE KW R B, AT AE J5 S0 A 2 30 0 2 BN B1EE = (Levy & Anderson,
2008). FHAFLBRBT FLE— BRI, 2 58 s 1 BT 5 2%, dnHirai B (PRC). Hif04 [Hl (ACC)
PAKC TG X35, #5107 B B ik 2 o (R e s, e ot U 1 g 5 S50 A2 A S i X PR B R A i ok
L IZ BB (Apsvalka et al., 2022; Bartholdy et al., 2019).

FHEEZ N, RNy, TNT AR5 o 138 S RN I AR T XHC IR AR ELRANH], T2 A 2R 5
GRS TP 8. 7£ No-Think XK, AMAT] il i B 4E# #:(Thought Substitution) 3 5% n) FoAd
W, TIEEFEEH B #riciZ(Hertel & Calcaterra, 2005). XFhEAUE BT RE SR BUHTINEESS, FRAE
MR B 5 JFaa Az A e 4, T FRRAS B AR IS 12 D3 IR o 4k, B No-Think /08 A]
REHISS AR 5 H bR 2 [ B SR, AT T BRI A

PR EE 0 18] SR X A 0 3B AT R AR AR U DA A B SR T AT F  JR Gixt H AR 1L 12 R AE
() Z s T PE A S F Ok B LR )E ) S s AUE BT, s RN E R
M1 (Cue-Dependence) o #H ikt , - H AR 15 P06 I B o 4 B/ R 20 2% N a8 O 8 BN S 2 ek 55, T 47 1)
B8 USRI 8 S ATY SRAFAE o DRI, VR 2 B F i 45 A B U 2 R SIS B KA 36 3 o B 1 (14 A [] )

3. IR BT R 4R
KEAT AT AMEMER ISR AL 7 3CHE, Hh i BRI UEYE 45 2 2 M 37 4 (Cue-Independent For-
getting) I SEWE R 78 AR 22 7 5 R R AT 5K
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3.1. LRI MIERE

TEEAI) TNT BEFeH, W50 8 PR [R] R0 AZ DU 07 VR B et 8 A0 R AR R e [F) AEERAE It
(Same-Probe Test, SP)FI# 37 #7411 (Independent-Probe Test, IP). [F]ZFHEHIRAE FH 2% > B B A R a2k
FREME NI R, FERIRAR - ARG ORSFEOL: LRSI NAE 5 H AR SO
RAEF IR Bt BB R R AT S, T e JFAR AR R - H ARICAS 1) B3 RE M (Anderson, 2003; Ander-
son & Green, 2001).

RN B, a0 SRAE No-Think BBt H AR ICIZRAEAS & 32 26|, -2 To i Al H IR A6 4 R Ik =28 (1)
BN R, HSEE AR E S8, B No-Think 1 H ¥ EHMZZAK T Think A1 Baseline 2514, X FiEi
RPFRRLZ IS M, R EAE TR R - BAREREE e AUE B S, SRR &
B ILAE R BRI, TR S SZ AR At o 2 2 0SS

REWFFSCRANRIER SR . B TR, Toie R A A S R ET I RS AR E DI, #nT A5 3
5 1R EN 5| EE AY1E4Z R & (Anderson et al., 2004; Levy & Anderson, 2012). — e84 T 32 Tl 75(4)
1600 44 88K FH R SR EHIN, 2 800 44 iR FH AN ST AREHING), &5 B s 4 o5 3 Mt s 7 [R] S PR 4t
MR BT RUBLL N 8%, LEMSLAREH IR A T) T IE B2 6%, FBH I8 BN H AR T He M 2= 2K 0 .

3.2. HIBIREEHRIZH S

B T RPN AL, — et ek il i B A E No-Think B BER FH B4 58 B KA 3840 1 B o
BN, TEAESE TNT AT55 i B SRS 205 B A NE 4, FF R SR R S54RI 7 BR A Pl i 7 v
(Bergstrom et al., 2009). 25 5H K, 1ERISEPREFMR &M T, AR AR T IR LK 112 %St
SRITAEBSZ RN S5 A T, QA2 RSN AFAE T30 S 4, T A ARG L P 2k o i R,
BRI A DL RIS AR R N B S, 1T B H ARG IR AETE i RE A A SIF 2808 (1) B
il o

33. MEERESRRIERE

R SORTS BIAMAZ S RUR RO TS e . KEFT LRV, sl g e MR R i 230
2 %R JIAE T AR R I R, FEAE AR A R B T B (Crone & Dahl, 2012; Fosco
etal., 2019). WIRACIZ TR BN H AT PATHIALA],  HAT g2 TN Bl 100 42 11 B 70 1) R R AR A T R

AR TSR] T R B, L 8~12 B LE S 18~30 L A MBI 7L R I, BEIRFLHLY
R — B FRECAZ IR RN, A AERS /N ) L2 B M I 4 R BRI 2 v 3R AS s 7R LEEAEA
o, RS S MRS AN R AR OC, RIS A ) BE R G K B 5 (Paz-Alonso et al., 2009, 2013).
R FEZBERRY, BT HATIEHIZhAE T, 10252 ENH R0 38 # 55 T FE 82 s\ (Anderson et al., 2011;
Murray et al., 2015),

SRS, XSk HARRERIE . SRBK RS DL MR 8 22 R AT e R, 104252 e I 9
FAIBCEE THRELG, 10 5 AT BRI T AT 4 1 R GEXHCAZRAE 1 L sh 4, A A pR gt T E
X

4. FHREBURAITRFIER
A RKERT SRR Y, EERTER M, TNT (L5 P R s RN T B HF AR TS 14 R AE

R EHEA], TR AR I R A BT AT 8. A OGAT RS 32 LA rh 8 R B e W I 7 DA K
T TIPS T5 18 o
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4.1. BHYEBFHEIRAR

T s 28 T L 4E B 4 (Thought Substitution) S B&H2 H o 75 TNT 4E55H, W7 Kl B Lo A
T2 B e e A 2H 4% R A% G5 A 1E No-Think 37K A0 388G 5112 H bR, 1 25 45 40 00 ol R A 5 A CA]
FE4 S B 2 X e A N Ak S AR B A H brAl . BEFC ORI, B A DL R AR A R Ok e
FH B 40 S0 1 i385 (P AZ R B8 o Z S5 IR R, @i 5l NI B ARE B R T BRI B
FRicAZ PR BOBE R, DR b 5 5 Mt s A — e 58 A MO T2 A2 R AR Y B 1] (Hertel & Calcaterra,
2005).

4.2. B2 E TIIER (SAM-RI)

N T RS AR ET M A T AR I B S IR, PR BT 448528 (Search of Associative Memory
with Recovery Interference, SAM-RD$& i, 1042 52 HUE 45 R AEHT Bt (Sampling) FI Kk B Bt (Recovery)
LR MIGE, BIRCI s e e RPEp B oS, (HIX —RAEAARATEEN; MEEKEM B, ME
SR PR E R . I RAEX — I R P AR AE TS SIS B BOHT I B RS, AT RET P H AR IS IZ )
PR IEFE(Tomlinson et al., 2009).

MRAEZAEA, 7E No-Think X, HMEFERILRN, Br 7 HIRCIZAN, AT ReEGE SRR 8
FARNFITE S (FIA0AT “No-Think” #HAE R E K. XEIHBN 0] GEIZHETS HARCIZIE BB Bk S , FFEMK
BB BAcie e sm g, N BER S & 1 A2 i 3h Z (Huber et al., 2015; Tomlinson et al., 2009).

4.3. LERERRSERFWN

IR FHELE], Tomlinson et al. (2009)fEAE 4 TNT 455 AL [ BE 2k, BIESZr 2
LA A AN 5 PR B 7 TG S AT SR EE ] . SRR, BMEGEAT R RN, H AR 2 E AT
B K, WA R AR BB S v RRIR T C IR B R SE 4, A — @RI 3. SR, JE 4k
WEFUS LR SR T S8 . Bt 476 TNT B BB A s (A [F] B X 43 Think 5 4%88 [ B
A AR I A 274 B E B, T No-Think 254 T I S I8 S AT A% € 474 (Van Schie et al., 2023),
RIPFEEEAR G A R DR SN . R, FHHLHILEICZ S BN 6 A A AAE . i
W FOR I, TEAELE Think KK TNT AE55H, A& 58 512 ) 3508 AT 8 I 2 ek 55 L 23 3 2R (Singer et al.,
2024), PRI ) AT HELE — B FEEE _FOK No-Think 5348 2 (A2 5. MUKTT &, HEORG R SE 4 Ak
HT AT RELERE € 56 T M AZ RN, (AILA IESRIAS 2 AR TNT 4155 hfe e I AR 2k R b 7 1 3
RN, ZHEF TN B SIF 772 A FAZ O L] o
5. iRIZEREHPHI R AL

BT 15 BHCIZ AR B BRI D) R 45 (Tanaka et al., 2014; Yang & Naya, 2020), JWH TN, mzh
FRIAC 2R BT 1) 2388 3 PR ARG 5 5 B oK SE B (Anderson & Huddleston, 2012). Az, st m 3 EE T &
RAZ B ELETH, WH F A SRR 2 M E DESIA MR Rt ZR. Bk, HEgB%
W7 ARG B0 P A IS SR T O BEYE .
5.1. ;BB EEhRHNE

IhREREIEAR AR (IMRD A 72— BUR I, eI 3R BN S 5 S ahi R 2 VIMC. 76 TNT AR5,
5 Think 2548 EMASAHLEE, No-Think %418 % £ b S5 2 B 3% FEA%.  BbAh, B sZhil i H (No-
Think H & 235 5) P 51 6 10 5 W0 W 5 55 40 MUK 5 H (Anderson et al., 2004; Depue et al., 2007,
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Levy & Anderson, 2012). IX—45 50K, M G3E30 T I8 -5 0] e 2h 2 V1A C

BE— I LA 1] SR 2 A R A TG S AR R B, g T 30 1T B 32 St I AE B SR
TIE B AIRERE AT, TRES FI 2 6] o B 0E 7= 5 HE A .38 (Benoit & Anderson, 2012). X —45 Rt
— SRR ARG, RICIZ RG] Ko i s s 3 TR, AR A R 5E S T S B A

RN o
5.2. BUBAHESIMLE

WERACAZ SR BN FI AT FEFIBLR], A2 5AT A0 H] BRI 2 6] 25 N 2 51X — ik f8 . ff
LRI FREY], £ TNT M55, 5 Think s5FAHEL, No-Think kA4 & 58 9 1 Fi AR -2 il DX I8k PR 0
3y, JCHARAE MU ETE K 5(DLPFC) BEAMI & K 5T (VLPFC) LA S R #1175 5145 X J8(Anderson et al.,
2004; Benoit et al., 2015; Hulbert et al., 2016),

XX [FFEZ 5 Go/No-Go Ml Stop-signal AT AMHIES, —Wonmrit—AEsE, fEAFHH]
{E45 35T W g2 21 47 DLPFC A1 VLPFC 45 S 1] X 38k 0 3L [F) 35 (Guo et al., 2018). XS RILK I,
15 IR IOF AR T AR B2 2 e, T2 R T PAT #2881 2R 48 £ B B AZ gk N BRI AR

5.3. BIEMH - BB LM TEE

BE— DA AR, I AZ BB T B AR T AT e B B R W ENLE] (Anderson & Hulbert,
2021; Vlasceanu & Morais, 2019). LAEIEZ M KB, 1E No-Think 2/ F, 4501l DLPFC 1%zl 55 i £
BEE SyE A0 T B, I HLIX M 57 2 O8 RAE D s ()44 BE D B R (Paz-Alonso et al., 2013).

FF 2 A R AL (Dynamic Causal Modelling, DCM) A 783 — 20 3R B, 7Eidi2 0l #2+, DLPFC
S0P SN A A% . 24 DLPFC WGB3 Ry, I SiG s 52 B4, 173 — 2R 0 5 5E % F0 44 1 411
75 S M8 S FE E (Benoit et al., 2015; Yan et al., 2023). XYL RINILFESZEF T “RiEnT32H) - L H)”
B, BT 45 ) 2R G ok o 1 VA 3 3 S 1 AZ SR E ) S B4 .

5.4. #LZEFRHLE

VARSI SO A58 51 2 [ — PR 7R 1Az O (AR M 2 Bl B, Mg X -2 5L T
Ik (Gamma-Aminobutyric Acid, GABA) I #f . BE 58 0% Tl AN A B9S2 Il 8 77 (Schmitz et al., 2017). #5
=Y GABA ZKFAMY S S RICIZ AR IUAR G, i85 SR AR A —i SO S A 0%, xR,
VERFEE R MR 20657, GABA W RGBS 1 S & eiG3h 2 Sic izl #2, AR 2 o i i)
“mRARS” (Anderson & Subbulakshmi, 2024).

5.5. B ICIZ S IGRMRIERE

PRANLHITE AR & B 212 SRS v . AFFER M, A5 ILIRUA L REBE A0 A5 R,
RS FRACN VR 2602 B, e Tail . 54 s DL B A& 1042 (Lambert et al., 2010; Satish et al.,
2022),

TEANHE S, B T HUATH 0 g S ah, I8 88 JOn) 1 48 I 5% 8 X A= A% i M 1) (Engen
& Anderson, 2018; Gagnepain et al., 2017). A7 R FLRE—DKIN, ML 23BN AT g% K 1212
REUNER , RS Ik 595 SR B B3 O 28 I N, Jazb 28 22085 Ik HO 5 FR AR AR B8 (Mamat & Anderson, 2023;
Nishiyama & Saito, 2022),

SR, 7RG 5 SR RS A AARAE B b i W 5 B A SR AN dI BE ) 240, IFREBE 7 1A
B - i D 235 SR A (Mary et al., 2020; Waldhauser et al., 2018). XY R INIER, 1c123a 64 R ThEE
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S T A SRR S A IR 3 DT X
6. P STHRER

JL Think/No-Think 5 AN FEICTZFE BUMEI$E 4t 7 B ESLIOAESE, (HiZ3u A7 SEae it 5l & 7
AR TR . B T oRASIE . SRBS IR AT S0 . 1eAZ I & 07 s UM 22 57 LT 45 45
Tt U] 250N RIS o GH I ) LK) R GE AL, 6 TV A AR5 S e B S A L B R

6.1. BKRIHMES R RME

TNT AF55 385 ZRPHATE No-Think 7 )P H PR CZ3E N BN, X R IR T 18 2 mT ig
FINTEREFIE . BORTEPAT RS I AT RERH ZFhokng, B 4E ik, HERERSRIOGELRA S, MiX
S S A DA 5 K H AR AZ R AE I B R (Hertel & Calcaterra, 2005). Xl 5l 5 1A STF 208 FIAL
HlfERE T R PR, PR WS 3 st ] BRI T B A B SE S B RS, AR ER Az . X
AR, — LR T S PR AN S B AR, PRI AT AR ZIE SRR A
TE I 2 72 5 (Bergstrom et al., 2009).

UbAh, VR 2B TR S0 5 R A RS SRVEAG R TE TNT M Be AR B S, (H1Z 5745 5 52 3 1]
AR ZE L2 R RN I AR . JEAFR,  BIFFE 3 IR I8 I o P PR A . ThRERE LR AR DL R AT I A
SR AR AR AR AN AR (1 o0 2 IE B RHE IR HE W N SR, MRk TR 5 Al R i 22, FE B
fRACAZ AN ) Zh A AR B B AT SE RS

6.2. IBIZME 773\ BB o) &

TNT W50 1) 5 — TR B 5 1 2 [ R Jad izl & 77 . R0 92 2 SR B el 2 AR VE A STF 24
L, AR [RIIR X 0 1 28 S, R R AR 22 57 B, FRUMTE Sl W B B AT 55 BE A5 5 52 R, TR T g
BHMERS I B CAZRAE IR AL . e B B, RO IR T SRR B A . ORI AL A LA
SEREFIINASE T, DE— @R EX B 2 AR S RAEZ mandl. SR8m0, RS ARENE A L
2SR, BT 4R IRSEA R I,

UEAh, TNT AR5 2510 St nl Besmm SIF RS IR/ B, 4888 ¥k A5 Think K8,
No-Think 5 Baseline 2 [H] ) 2 7 7] 6 i 25 Jak 55 F- 2274 2 (Singer et al., 2024), 427~ Think X7 R 142
IG5 2] AT RBAE — @ F2RE BRI 8L, PRI, SRR 70 7 B 58 0 35 AT 45 45 K4 (R0 B A0 LR S 36 132 11
A E S

7. BEESRE

ZibpR, KEIT N EMARARUEIE R, AKae i £ s pL sl s A 2 B2 g2
JET Think/No-Think (TNT)JE AW 7 — SO, 45 1ESE AR IS Foe b5 S id 12t s, RIS S PR ss
(suppression-induced forgetting, SIF). HA UEHE S A SCREAMAIMBR UG 38 580N F EE T HATHE M R0
TZFRAE 3], AR A ERES T4 MBI T — PR, QA2 S B A T H A 4% i
M2, JRa@EdpIant - SRS CAZ RS R B R, AT B AR S AL 5 R A
EUEEEZY IR 1IE 7S e ST

JRENIE, R A T AR R B K B AR SE LIS e R W lhn, ARG AR B BT O
DLPFO)JF A HE# =i T, FbE Bl FRHHHE S TR ZdEd b scil. AT ased,
#1177 6] (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)A] BEFEIX — i #21h #2 o R % 88 /E FH (Anderson et al., 2016). M fi#E5]
PR, ACC [R5 R4 DXIOR A U 2R Ge(BLAEHE S A AR PR R 2 B, BRIt n] R
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DIPTSR 51012 R G2 B B AR — BRI A AT RENLE . — 0% ACC LA
WEL 7 240 ) 1 o0 22 TGS SR A I S A5 B IR R e A [ — A U A N ) T T A O
&P R R . AR, IR LR U R B T RSB I b R SR SR Y, HRTIsh= BER N
FKPHANLHNEE . P, KRR AT ES G NEMEBEAR SRR 7T, DA — PR id 1232 5
I H AR 2 g S HAE L &5, FEASEIETe, AT RLSS & D) Re i LR BUR (EMRI) 5 LR il 7
P(UNZPFRERE, TMS)EAT LIt . 0, 76 TNT /E45 %14 il DLPFC #4752 TMS T, [
I C SR S g B AR, AT G 56 A0 3 21738 e A 75 2 A1 SR AP 52 0 e 400 o) B 0 ) 15 8 O RV
W DLPFC fEICAZ S UM v AR B e, TG 2 DX P2 24 11l 85 No-Think 251 F i 5%
IR, FHEFEARAT N Z T H S SIS SRS . R, SR AT DA IR PR IR R R L B vy
I 2 HEAR ML SE o 0, AT DALERS 4 Zh ek N R B Y e r 28T TNT Mid iz e,
A5G OGBS B A E ORI PR B AT AU — g S AR GG, LUK R AR A\ 0 ¥ 3% 3 DA
JACIZ R ML I B RE A o BRI S S IG T KR R BR PR 45 R 5 N R R AR R I AT X IR, T
DA N 28 8 Hb 45 71 AZ S UM ] (1 25 P A 22 ML

AT 2 RE TR EIAMILIZ, XE— R L2 2 Iy R B e R 512 1287 T A 5t
RIFEIR . SR, AEBLSEARTE Y, AATTIRIRE 75 S5 i B AT IR AL 2 HOoH IGaZ,  fltn 5 s sl 12
B ANCIZRAE . IEF R OAH M AT ERF X — & Han, BRI TES(Lopez-Caneda et al., 2019) &
B2k & (Bian et al., 2021; Cui et al., 2023; Yu et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2020)IFF 7T, 2B FFCIZ FIRE
AIPAFE TNT AR5 RS2 2406 SR1T,  H AT T 2 50D A2 32 B il 5 s 2L sk = RS0 7T
fltan,  FLPD R A 1 2 A R P i P 4, A5 B AT X SR AR5 2 5 in T X R ) 1
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