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Abstract

This study employed a retrieval-then-express paradigm to examine the effects of retrieval modes
and the expression process on memory performance across two experiments. The results showed
that: (1) under three retrieval attempts, explicit retrieval produced significantly better memory
performance than implicit retrieval, and this advantage was maintained in both immediate and de-
layed tests; (2) the advantage of explicit retrieval remained consistent across mixed materials of
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varying difficulty. These findings indicate that expression plays a crucial facilitating role during re-
trieval, and that different retrieval modes differentially affect memory processing.
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1. 5|8

FREN 2k > 34N (retrieval practice effect) & F8 7E R ZE0 [8] Py, $RENZR > b B & 2% > G830 I idk K ihidiz
H{R ¥ (Karpicke & Roediger, 2008; Roediger & Karpicke, 2006), EMEEATRBE G444 Rttt $#2E
GRS FEIE R — I N =AY B S B WIUE IR B A B 2R B o B ER SI USLAEAN
[FAERE B, M s 3 BII0E, R B3R IR o R — Fh s 80T )2 1% 2 g (Kornell
& Vaughn, 2016), Xf T2 MBEAAEER L.

EIRPEIGR ) AN B R, AR R RN R /N 52 BN 4 BT 20, MR BE . 2 A B4 s 15t DA
J e A EE 2 PR g2, $RECT B S AR ) (g2 H i 52 BB U 1) 0% . SR EUT R TR
AN et Hhr A7 3 AFE RS UR PR I . S B e M R 5 bR N AR IE
HRMIRIOT 2, B ARE ARG . BEMTFEET7 . R SRR e I i S i 2 B H A
WH, AL RGFRECT R (Smith et al., 2013). EHEFRIE DGR SRR (1) 242
Hirid; (2) ARG HAniA, FRESREUIRE K& 28— (Jonsson etal., 2014), BYEFEE SRR 2
ST REHIEMABRRIEHFK. FA F RS2 HT KR IR  SRR s, T — g S iR )
RSN AL, A SR ER ST RS R et e KAk, A B f b S P T2 S F s s P R B 2R

2. MHEREGRIAR
2.1. AR FHERT IZRR 0

2.1.1. FRHREA R HI RS ST

RIS RAESRBCRFE P SR B AL AZ BCRE A AE . Whitten H1 Bjork (1977)fIHF TR, F&
PESRIUA A M RECIZ R, KPR PRI I 8, BRI A R PSR I — R AZ 77 A 3 2
B o Jonsson 48 N (QQ014) K H 2, BAEFRIET 7)) MR TR I (L B R R IR BOBEAT XS b, 45 R I
FERLI S, =22 3107 NS RBCR Z M e W R 22 57 TAE 1 F S ASE R ke, R AR SRBGEAZ K
R TSR

Sundqvist 55 AQ2017)FIBE TG, SLa it 2 A RS BUT USRIV E Z A R, ol B rEse A
AR EAIEAT I, BT IO R BUL RS, Pl T ge 0 oA BEAT R R SR I PRIk, SRR
TR VE SR ER SR PR T e S S AR O B PR AR B B8 S AN R RO SR O A s T i i ke R M SR BB 1A
A BERAGHEAT ISR I . HAT, ST R PRSI 7T /0 5 B 1) 2 i BEAT SR MR kil &, A DR
B IEREAT TR PER . DK 2 Bt e vk SR 1 SR AR P2 SE38 JOL {155, #EIR JOL (Judgment of
Learning, JOL)#R7E 5% > Ja i it £ 27 2 0 H AEA5 A 1 iy B S TR 0 7 (Nelson: & Dunlosky,
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1991)o M5B T 2EIR JOL B, # k7R ZIEHCEE I H , A A Klitk, %ER JOL nf geex i Ak
PR (Akdogan et al., 2016; Jonsson et al., 2014; Sundqvist et al., 2017). {HJ2%EiR JOL 7£ 17 & Fa i 2 B
AR A BEAFAEGRIE, Putnam H1 Roediger (2013)fiH, 7E JOL F2f7H, HORXA I vl fe 2 AR W2k & nl
) S AR I A LR T, AT BB DR Ao SOt A, TR T R AT B 52, DL R R AT e S
AR IR B IE AT R SR

2.1.2. EAHGABHARER

Putnam 1 Roediger (2013)253 T FaEIREUTISEIRARIT . %ART RN TERCAWBRAEINEG F, B ilE 214k
FA], JelATHREL (EARSIRIMES: 4 25, HEW “BHZ” B, WIESRPH A B A,
B R IC BARE” RN, WESR A H AR R . 45 R IR R SR B A2 R KRB
FHIE . ZFRTF IR TR AR AT BRI, BE T INIE W AR A S MR B S B S A2 R T2
MAAEZE R o Smith (2013)55 NAERIAE MR ZR BB EM I B H bR A, K Bir N BT FHA
BRARSEAE N B2 o X FR S B2 B OB SEER AR, B IR 1 AR AT A R B e L, 45 IRk
B BUR AR SR B2 R KB [R] o e b, AR I e 52 B .45 BAR AL 45 5, Tauber 55 A(2018)
PRI 55 e FH S B ] DA S R ] 1) 5 SCRERIVE A2 ARl e S50 1 R IR SR I OR B 2 A0 T 2 AR
PEFRE . 5258 2 vh, W ST I HR SR G LE S 2R ARAE 1 58 B8 SO 3 B At FR R i AT R
PO $em 7RI SR T, SRR IR BRI R A A E R . BRI ARH, fERiR
PR PRSI R RTIE ~, SR BRI S B i 2 R H E 5

FUARAE 7048 28 JOL #Ei3E T B PR L, AR IR M S RE = A 5 R MR BRI AR R E R ) 2%
JS7, AT R R A B B B S BB 1) 1l B (Putnam & Roediger, 2013). ARJf I JOL &—FHlr, FHA &
FOERE X BRI, #ATEEIR JOL RS A—E Rt A AR EL. Putnam I Roediger (2013)IA N, 7]
RETE R AMERIAHT, RO OREWN T, AT AT R B A 2 S U S IZ 8RS 2T
REEMERRAE TR, AR AR AT RIS AT, ERIGR )M 5207 LR A
Tz, FRIBAESERULFE IR A BRI R H AR N A H1E12
22, R RASEY

{H 27 28U (Production Effect) EI4& 4 138G JJ AN FEUEYE, 7 H RN 2 T AR T BR 1L, K75 B )
2R S, X Pl Rk e 3t B bR B RC ISR N RN, (Hourihan & Macleod, 2008). Mac-
Leod 5 A\(2010)58A JHuE B 1 7= RO PR fEEPE, A G1& T 038 I A2 7= RO g 4G . 7=
NAE RG] TR EAR E M R 343 B T R IE(Ozubko et al., 2012), FFH LAERE R R IPFE. 4T
. P, BE RN AR RES IS — 2 R BERUR (Forrin et al., 2012). IXFIFF=H
RS B A Fa @A g ko, I BA =07 A RBR TR A Bz, FomT DAHE ™ 2 2 Fp A =07 k.
MR = AN R, TEICIZgmigRn B, RaAXeiZA B R, =i —ME 2o, ks e,
LAY BIMAE ZI B R EMr R E R, AN EEHCIZ S (Putnam & Roediger, 2013). TI7EFREET
Bo i, ERE AT DRI A AR 07 Ak AaME B, BRI, 0502 HE ™ H 2R AE SR I B
ZERIFEA R, RIAERPUE R RIEEA, R PERREICAZROR RAZ A T B .

Putnam #1 Roediger (2013)#t 7t 4 th BRI Fr LA 2501, 7l Rt RO IR ST g KD, BA
BT EMEHER TARES Tk zEZR, JTHE 1 RE—KINERE . H Gardiner (1977)
SRR F R R BN, FILGIREHE A 1 2 FEZ 5 (B B 5 XH A R &) i 2l g e
e TENIIRRAUEA 1 FEE 7 (S B AR ) 2k gt. Bk, SRR Re & ik B2
BRI AP = AR A R B R R 2 — o T WP A B SR B A 3 2 1 22 i AE T2 T B2 N 25
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Fiktiok, Bk, RikGeSERBUS R A4 B VE 2 H AT SR OS8R in) @, Sy 1 S I b b 46 s
BRI AR A Z 5, AR RIE R E N R AL &

Rawson 1 Dunlosky (201 ) FE K I, 7£—A 2 RIEBPES, RIIHEEL 3 T ELRSThHEEL 1 cfn
2 IRIELT, HRRCDIER A 4 IRIAT 3 IR E Z (B g 2 . XRVIBEERIGRENE 2, 10123
RaTaf, (AFRBE I AR ARSI, KL, AR RS R E =&, LA
WG RN IR RROR, IR TR AR BOL R R R A EMH . IF B AW FE R SR IR >0 TR 5
TEAZ AR IHTEAZ B PR35 A LA 24 F (Karpicke & Zaromb, 2010). %# LRTIR, AWFFTHREEK H1: $2HL
S5 2] T I I R B R CAZ A AZ B DR RE rh B BB R E A, 2k = BSR4 8
ST Rt HE HL

B4, WA HME 0 B B > RS IR 5 ) ) 28 32 BRI 038 AL, B/ AUAE N (2022) W 4 B Ak FE AN
T SRR ENGR ) AN BA I P ) B BN 2, R R R SRR ST LI A B AR & . I 55 \(2022)
T 1A B AE B 5 2 R 1R A1 B bR 115 SORIRIE R € S, 15 SORBRME @ AR 5y, 18 ORIV A
BHAIAE . AN [FIRAREAE 2R3 B > RN B FE MR AFAE UL, A R 70 R I A 2 ) WU AR R I, )
HEE 2 R EES D ARIOE 5 2 A8 CoRBME S, MR =128t (Carpenter, 2009), {H—I05¢ T Zk
SIS T8 53 W R AR 2 1] 5 R 1] 2 TR PR T SOOR TR FEE (R AE ) I A R 52 i B2 B 25 = 2880 (K242 28%
F(Rowland, 2014). KRPHZEZQ015)FIWFFLRE, AR P2 BUSAEAS [F) () 3R] 0 S e H B a1, 7E o
ICTRINT A L R S BRI AR A R AR T 28R 5 . 25 BRIk, AR Fide Rk H2: SR o] iRk i 78
TEWMER RIS Gy el rp oA BE R E A, RMEZEIR S APRL TS, RIA =) AR U E 12 ORI
IH2 R TRt g2 L.

3. SC6 1
3.1.

3.1.1. #ik

K HH 5 (E BURE B 5 A R R R SRR A 35 44, P 1 A2 90k IR R B AR S0 00 LR T 4 0 e,
KA RN 34 N(BEAE 12 N), PHFERN 2023 (SD=1.01)%, HAFMAEEFAL 17 N. GRSk
@5, MAIER . Al as dE nr ke — e M. PR G Power THEMEA R, WHE effect size
/=025, 0a=0.05. 1-p=0.80 I, #DFE 28 Lk, AFREELEEHRSEIRLR ],

3.1.2. SLEHH

ASZIG AR 5K R 30 A5 (2020) ) P AE SRR LD, 36 40 APy ABTAUHES 7 32 AREA(E
JE RS NAS S5 ) X B X BB AE A )Xo [ ORI MR P A 28 e i T R AT PR, 45 SRR IR IRk
FEPE N 2 (M = 3.23, SD = 0.53).

3.1.3. Eigit
ASER N 2 (RHOT A RIS IR RS FRPESRI0) x 2 (A RS IHC: 5 min, 24 h)#iR& SR
e Mo, RBUTFONANAR, [RRERKOYHIAA R . RIS E A H At i [ 12 IR 2.

3.1.4. SLBIEFF
KH E-Prime 2.0.8 4| F2)7 . SCISEAEmMH B SR B. 400 THRH BOFEAZ AR B .
R B : 40 AT REALEIN 8 s, BN 2L A E 500 ms JFEAL A, ASFIFRECT A %) ik
AT T R T 1
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PEHCRY Be: T 40 AiA S BEALEEATHRE, B (B 2L R, W “BUn—? 7, sz
X, B2 R NN T (B ZR ), RIEFTEMAN = IREREEN sl , B2 R N ]
S W e B EIE ey == i AN 2R P pi 3 8

S OTHRBY B 5 A3 B IE AT 45

CAZ I B s BERAAARAE 40 4LiA%t 2R 2R AR, 12 O B H bR iA], (EZF I R BR . SE30UR
HERE 1.

+ 500ms
%w_ﬂ_i___%lb 8s
S0 e it PR
54+32 5min
@Tf et i BRI
~

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the experimental procedure
1. REREREE

3.2. YRR

HIEE I P R AR B P B 2 TS IR, B AR ER I I IEW I B S S IR M, R
IR R E R AR SRHT SPSS 26.0 X Sk s #E47 W9 P 2 R IR 2 047

3.3. SCIGHER

3.3.1. MMt EZ EfmE

IR P B BURSTN 0.55, A RIA =R B IREE A TIPS 0.507, BatkiREsk
PRI 38 8 S5TH 0.60.

FESHREA ¢ A IR 45 SR £(33) =2.508, p=0.017, BePEFLEL IR 5 035 T 3R IE = I B A SR BT
IERZ . XA, FABARE AT e iz W p R BT T A5 . 3BT IXREA ¢ K056
RIL, FEHCIZIR T, SR ERFRLEEES, KECZIKT, BERIE#REEEST
SVESEE. X T B RO R IE B O TR I, IR A SR E RS, SEUGidiZ
FI W 0 R S 5 o

3.3.2. HRLEMREIZERE

X 5 2% H 2 ST R R IR G B T T (RS T O N AL &, (AR R] 9 4R A AL 6, 25
BRI REFNEZE, F(1,32)=11.20, p=0.002, 12=0.26. Fit =75 IESRE EHZ RS M
=0.72, SD=0.19) & ZE M F Bt H2 UK B2 S (M = 0.67, SD = 0.2 1) [ [A] fg 808 B2, F(1,32)=7.42,
p=001, n?=0.19. BIRFZ44 R HIEIZREST(M = 0.78, SD = 0.16)& Z 4L T I — R IKCIZ S = 0.61,
SD=0.20). FEHUT A B HEEAZ BEAEFA RS, F(1,32)=0.01, p=0.924, n’>=0.01.
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4., SLI& 2
4.1. A&

4.1.1. #iR

B ERAER R 36 44, Hp B4 11 N, &4 25 N, “PHFERN 20.02 (SD = 1.53)%, Fif
Wk B iR f@ e, MJIEH . 92645 G I a o vl 3R — 2 . I G.Power HHFEAE, &
B effect size f=0.25. a=0.05. 1 —-f=0380H, F/DFHE28 L4k, AW 7EALEHG LT,

4.1.2. SEISHR

AT FAE % SIS S R F3E o S el A 0 108 2552022 T 5 SR 6 S B il o+ 36 40
AHUCIRRS, o 20 MR RAR, 20 N FHLEIAN.

KBFAFAZET 32 LAH0ant T IS L RN i SOCBERE B 76 2 s i ek R HEAT VRN, S5 SRR,
20 S 5528 22N B SE R R FLRE Ay 2.50, 20 Xt uRL 2 A0t B S AR SRR EE Ny 3.60, FOXTREAS £ K6 b
—HEEREE, (31)=1171, p<0.001.

4.1.3. 2R
AR 2 (FZ TR BIEZWRASIEIRE, FRUESRE) x 2 (MRIMERE: 25, M) 2 P 9206 1%
ite AR B NI ZACAZ IR B2 ER R .

4.1.4. LBFERF
BB A I KA 65, FFAE ARG BB AP0 0 0 THSAE S5 40, e FSeds—.

4.2. HUEALE
T [FA1SEE—. SR SPSS 26.0 for Windows X 546 2 #EAT P 8 26 2 52 0 &8 07 22 734
4.3. SEHER

4.3.1. ¥R EZ EfEE

WG 1) 5 HUR SN 0.48, AR RIA = IR BRI N RSP RETN 0.46, FatEREUE
PR BIFEIR SN 0.50. FEWFEA (I8 45 N ¢ (35) = 1.04, p =0.304, FKIE =R EMHESEEHIFZ K
SURIFRVEIRIC R E ZR, AR EI AT 2 2RI, kB KR 7y, FEHSEE 2 4% 1
ST E] S AR A AR T TaIRE, A e Bk 26 A 1 R s A, ST FLSKF

4.3.2. HFLEMREIZ ERE

X f 2% H N ST P R 3R G B 7 2 T (3RO O N AL &, (RIS [R) 9 4H A AR 6, 25
BRI REOTR TN EF, F(1,35) =488, p=0.034, n?=0.12. FiE=1kH BRI EHZ RS
(M = 0.83, SD = 0.16) % E L TR MESR U [BHZ S (M = 0.79, SD = 0.19). ARIEE ERNAEE, F (1,
35)=0.21, p=0.652,0>=0.01. RHEMEHIENZEEI(M=0.81,SD=0.17)F1% 2 ¥ RL I EHZ R G (M = 0.81,
SD =017 KA REZEMN. 07 XM RAEEZ BAERARE, F(1,35) =035, p=0.556, n*=0.01.

5. g

A FBE TN R G H 5 T KA LEAR B AR b VR AT, DR SRR B 2 5, DR R,
BRI UHON IR, SR AITAZ N BB A T AR, I ELE A R T A R .
L3 (VR FIE AN I RE TR AR b RUREA A, 0 B 2 A 70 SR E P s s i SR LA 132 1
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5.1, FREREX B RN AT R

FESRES 1, ERIBIRBON = IR, AFFRIE A BB MR, I ELAE RIS RIS I o &2 an itk .
XL RIE FIFE 2 M SR AR =) SN D T i, 2 BUS R IEARAE AT RIR AT AL e i T, AEIRILH bR
Ja, AFRBKIALEmCAZIRIE, HZX Pz nl g2 B 9 # B E bR B9 /E KSR g ik . Bk, 4
TR RER UCHIT s e R P 25N o S TR O

Gardiner (1977)3F Afig . AR EIIRHUT K AA B LA R AT R ML 12 ) o S . Putnam Al
Roediger (2013) MR 48 ™ RN SF I H1aG M 48 A B S B PR T 5« = 7 (A BT 5 ) B bk
T PR AR T R ICAZ 2R, AL PR, IXELLL R AR T AR . RIS 1, IR
R T 2R IE Be A A 00 B SR AE S A2 T HAHER &R, O ZIeAZ I H IR I I RFAE J& 1% (Gardiner et al.,
1977), MM mEiZIC 2508 FHCIZRCGR, fE34746 I R 5 U7 200 0t e 2 M 1 B8t = A= s i, B
FEROIFEH M FRAL AT DA BE R IR ) 8N . SESG 1 B4 BIE SRR T 7 H BN AE S E B [RIRE T LLR P AE
H, R BRI 5 AT DA — P IRE 7 H8OS An AT £E S BB BORFEAE DA A G A AN BT B 4n o7 520 7 th
RONLo 77 ANy — P dadd B 5 A2 SReE, A7y & 1 s i id AYa R, BoA B X

Kornell 25 A\ (2015)7EHE H T PR BXAE 22 (two-stage framework) i, [X 43 7 SR BUIN T ARE 2 5
P, BI$EECAT LA AP B BB —2dR B2k, RIXT BRI H AT R IR AL, SRAG% R et
SRR, B4R, B RERAE RGN TSR, AR E G, BrEi = Irh.
H A i) i 208 R I e D PR, Az A H bRl 8] RS R B i s i ik . X B HE LR A A H
Ptz (o) B4R g s, WASEAIOCHT, T BERES, ASAHIC BIIRES B i DL S @ R HI 95 . IR B
FEZEIR 55 — B B B B R WOE 5 R RME B, A B R o ik 7T AHRIER. IRILER 2
HReitm o], REANER - Binia S A MR, BrB—rn TR KA. Bk, 4B T
SRR, RIS 1SS 7 E RGO, AHRIVEREE SR 7R A HI S . AT RIS REIE B B i — A
HEMEA, EAPRAH ARG, ST RIS AR, ATFRIEA F X A 2 1) —Ff
HE ., AFFSER TRXFE—MATRE, SRR ) RN AU PRI B ), Horb i) it S R IE KT
RN . WnFT 5= AR S, XHEIE BT T E AL, R T IR IE L, RIS
TEVRIUE BIBRE, A TF AR T G 5 T IR A2 . SR BT, AT N RIS Z BT LS
BUORFEAEFHEZR “F7 7 MEFICIZ 2R m AG 9 1 IR IVIRE, . HISS 1B R IR EE 1) L [ 45 3 .

B AR AL, BRI L b AT RESR IS T LA R LA 7T T 56, S PR ICE SR A i D X
JEAREEEAT AN I, IX R T AR RE KO B AR T H 4ERF S, AT s IR . Hk, AR
R IR B SRR, R AR S TR0 H AR H RS 0 B CERH LA . B Sb
EAEE I AR AT RESG SR O SR R i S A, MRS IR AT IAAR” F 0 I B T e A
BRIVl . B, RVERIEIE SIS RIANE S BN BT R T RS2 B, AT R i 21042 Bk
ST AEARIEER . R, ARHE ST AR E R AL B T e 2 P R R IL FE R AE AL, KR BB ST AT B
B IX IR R

AT AR ISR S AR B 128 Re (R T2, 40 Bt 90 A s th AR ik R R e 12
() 2 A 2 DR A S 56 186 1 1) i) #i(Karpicke & Zaromb, 2010; Smith et al., 2013). OV KEMBFR KB, BIf#
RA FBPESEI — PR REAE K A i = AR S R S O, X Ut BB I B ARAE K I 2 P A H AR . 457
GRE, RIWEFHAFFREE ML I Z R ICIZ . ERICZ T, (R HE bRt Re A o35 1%
B, BIRSEES | R KRR WER K2, (HXPH PSR L E R 72— P Sk
k.
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5.2. PARDERE S B R AR MR N AR I

SEEG 2 ORI, FRIKAE @R A I B ROR R IR REVEER, X P U TR R
ZAEAR . SREG 2 PSS RARW], RIAER SRR AR B # B A BE VR . X AT RER AT
PR T MR IR g S A EIR R, PR T N IR Z(Gardiner et al., 1977). IXFFRUER T
RIEMUEI A2 R IEE HEAEA, JF HAERBUS R EAEAE BB . A i Rikk
fRHECAZ, B —Fh A T (E R A 258 K1 %% 2] 5% (MacLeod et al., 2010), PRSI &, X T
BRI FE IS S N I R B A B E R R E L.

WAL, EARSEES 2 A N IH A5 N (2022) R A T [RIAE I IR, AER AR 78 0% R A7 TR 40 55 N £
WEFE—FE RIS EAE R, AT TR 50 5 IR QI 1] % R B B =) AL S A T g SR B IA] 6 o X ] 2 [
RIS E A, ABATRIET TR A T IR ST A s, MAREE AR A TR EUE Rk e, IF
BB RIE RO E =K, BB hRIAMEN, AR H RN RIS RO . Kok
B FE AT DA S BG B v (1) A EE 1R 28 4] o) O I P 0 2 B > BSOS 5], A R A5 380 3] 0 DG IR A 15 5 M 42
W)L — 458 .

5.3. R ERMRE

gi LRk, HFREECH =R, EAERBURCIZ RO B T B MR B . AW AL — LRI,
B FRI B SRR AT A S e A A i 4], LR AMEARIU RN AL 5 2 IR X — EEAEE R &, B,
ASHTFE B RE U W SV SR BUE S5 AR A S5 R R PR SR BUCE A A TiC 2 R, (HM iRk X — % s — A
RITRIEAR S . AR DRI, DU AER < B A% 5 vk SRR 53 (9 B AL o

AT LR 14T A AT B PESR B2 IR 22 5, (H X T3 2R B AR BOT AR A, HB5)ES
Al 2 L T RV E SR IBOE ANTE 2 o X TR SR UL E h 2k B8R B AL DA S 3 R 5 5] rh S Sl R 24
TFL RN F & T ARAE 22 e BIE B = R 2 4 22 AR TR

RERIBITFUAT LA — 25 3 SR H AR AN A TF R IAAE BB R SIS () A3 AR, S B AT #R U
SRR Wt PR s R B R S (e B INHCAZ PR FF AR BRE R 3R, ARSI AR AT A T I AE SR U 3] i R )
MRFE . BbAh, 7 RS ZE SR B A FH 0 RO A5 B — P AU SRUE AR ZR L AR HLA . X TSR IR
> RO A PR 485 45 T BEAE K SR A — ST T o

LR EPNIR, MFRIKRBON =, BAERBUE T R R . AT FU8E 0] 8 B SR A 5T X 31
——Rik, HHTURBINIRE, SR T RAIEREAERBOI R R EE ) I E L B 2 IRERIE IR
BT 55 bE SR 4 ) JT I R AU I BE RE AR R AZ . AW TR ANAR DY T RIEAE MR RN h BA B L, Xt
— RN TR AR AT A AE I R e A A AR

SE 3k

R, sk, BTG, MY, EMZE, PREE, HZIRQ2022). LR RN SRR 2] RS LAl K E ERP
HIIESE. 0HEF 45(5), 1106-1114.
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