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Abstract

Objective: This review defines parent-child synchrony, synthesizes the mechanisms, developmental
trajectories, and moderators linking it to child psychological development, and outlines future re-
search directions. Methods: We review the field’s conceptual definitions and levels of measurement,
integrate behavioral, physiological, and neural evidence, and discuss the limits of causal inference
in current work. Results: Synchrony links to child development mainly through two routes: neuro-
physiological co-regulation (autonomic and hormonal coupling, brain-to-brain synchrony) and be-
havioral and emotional learning (joint attention, modeling of regulation, and repair after mis-
match). Its developmental tasks shift with age from arousal regulation to joint attention, collabora-
tive learning, and autonomy negotiation, and are moderated by culture, child temperament, paren-
tal stress, caregiver involvement, and adversity; the direction of its effects depends on emotional
context, task demands, and repair quality rather than on synchrony strength. Conclusions: Concep-
tual and measurement heterogeneity, ecological-validity gaps, and weak causal identification con-
strain current work; multimodal, longitudinal, and naturalistic designs are needed to specify when
different synchrony patterns promote or hinder development.
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1. 518

JLEOCHKBIRANETRASHE O, Bh@Ed A, AE. it 55%RIES S )L E TS
FEAZHZR, BUSK. mTTl o RS 2 A R AR e R Bk . — I o5 473 TRAATTE 7T, 86,625 LIk, M
35 MNE K PR LERA TH, BURMURPE 5K 22 4 15 5 A /IR g 2 R S F2 B OCHK (r = 0.23 % 0.26)
i i 4 Il JR () SR BE S 58 (r = —0.07) (Nivison et al., 2026); %1% £ BT REA (I o /0 W [RIBEIR 3, BRI
BN e A R SCERIE g = 0.59, JhI<Bi N g = 0.46 (O’Neill et al., 2021). BEA FIBUBTERT 7T £ DA
XA E B EORMRFAE ARG SC BT A, K T RE IS ] [R] P F8 22 e S — I EL ) PN 38 ) o 9 i R T SR
FLA I FEAE T R 1) BT CERTIN [A) RO iS5 AT AR RS IR E B R, SR AP
ONTERSE TR 25 JLE K R E B S (Feldman, 2007; Sfeir et al., 2026). X4 AT & i 45 5 (1)K 5
MARRE BT 51 ) 56 RIS FE, SR IRIE RLAE X7 IREEE R AR il

[FEESPEIVEX AT N TR EE RS I R OCHE, RN AR, JLRER 154, 1T T2
¥ (Bell, 2020; Feldman, 2007). ‘& REEL&AT NZ T AT WL . #&& 5 a4, aso®, MR
RS B0 5 N FRS BIRE G, BIE — BOE T Bahm] IESN AT 5 BRI 2 4 [ il e . 22
JURHBIE R 37 8 (A B [m] S 22 ST e i, JRAE MM, RECMEE PR R A 2R 52 5
AL 4R (Leclere et al., 2014; 4, 2012). XL H I B A5 23 PTE N LB O¢ 2 AT F 1 1)
— T, S FAE S SR B e R AR F SRR T 30 BRI R T B R R, B AT C AN ROWAT g
T REOFRL R, WER. Wi ESIIRE /MBS, 22 B2 A0 [R5 % 1 R A W E
(Miller et al., 2023; Zhou et al., 2026) .

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1610502 375 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1610502
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

T

FIDAE S ILERFSL Y AR AMOEENASE, HE SO EAEE . Fit. EFNEENRE
AR : SCRFE R R 25 T SRR 5 AR T Sk ezl 1 T 80 v ) 5 I [ 8 st v e 445 XU (Biirk
et al., 2022; Quifiones-Camacho et al., 2022). FIWr[FIIFEM, KRBT ERAEAMMRRE R EHEHEE
iz, MEARRRD A SRR, ASCHR B L EIR LA . MEAALR] . AR, TR SR
Phis,  IFULIIAS [ R AR TR 2 A R SR A LB A

2. FTRIBMHMSFE

TR RS LB AR S BB iR I R i, GG RAP UL . B8 8 [l SO AN e a4, w)
RINHN K. E. TEESCEME S FIRE A (Leclere et al.,, 2014). Feldman 55 2 18] & B 4k 1) ¢
RGP AFEB L. Se /Mg 58 AE R =28, Bk eNIL RN Bt S A BIE 2%, I KB E
T RAEAEH 5 3LE A A R (Feldman, 2007). AREAT N EIE 5 )L EE B 5 SCHRAS 2 070 T SCRF
RSN S (r =0.32, 95% CI [0.24, 0.40]), 7F 2 %2 18 5 2[R LA 24 % 48 H WA 5 (T i NFE AR 1) 5 B
RS FRRZA 10 #), HAEF RPN 58 T3 F(Davis et al., 2017) . X —F g i R AE w4, Ko
WITAE SAER () EAnr 202, TR —J7 BTN 1 2 /b5 o [R5 BE R DA I A [R] — IR 0 i) s B DL
BC, AT AR —J7 BRBE 55— J7 2 J5 (R e R RE,  PAR TR A S VR AR 55 5 i S 858 7 1) R R i SO AS
HHIA o

A0 P S U . FERIE R NS R A B e SO SR RO R & U R NAR S, IR R R
L g, (R 1 XU PR M R 51 46, )20 1 B A W 2 FL s (] 2H 2R 1 % 11 (Adamson et al., 2019;
Nivison et al., 2026; Paley & Hajal, 2022). JL#& 45 [ — 5 FR o 2 A AN RO THD,  SRCRR A 20 e [ %2 ) J 2
2 i a5 3 T o =N <9 S AN i R oA il 7 o1 O L i % e = [ T3 S T O R A
R SAZ Gyt R W s B, T T [ R Bl LBE T . “ A5 5 RERS B B AR AIME 57 AR, JL B KRR
KX BEIE A H B4 55 W) 34 [7) 383 [R5 4 (O Neill et al., 2021; Perlman et al., 2022; Sfeir et al., 2026). &
FE M, BTN RIENE . HE RN 5 R G BB R RE Sy, oo 52 T (R A 1 7] 20 R b A R T
& F&(Konrad & Puetz, 2024; Tronick & DiCorcia, 2015).

3. FFRIBMEXN)LE LB REVER LGS B RHERT

RT AP ] R e A BRIL R R S AT G 4 ST AR AR ORI LB R JE, BT NRE L i
72 3 5 TR i D) 8 e A Ry FL R A 2 b ( B, 5, 2024) 0 IR B8 B IRAE G OREK, Rl — IR H gl AT
FEAFREE LRI 23 —UOLENEMBETT R IUNAT N LR, AT REFEBE B AP E 3 5 N 3h
MRS o BUA RS URSCHT T, B A & S A T 2 1) 5 T Te A 56 ) R HE 28 (DePasquale,
2020; Sfeir et al., 2026).

3.1 HZAEEEmMNHERET

PP SEPE DA (RSA) S B H E MRS, B vz RS T A B[R P (3R bR . X 12 TwF 7t 1201
YPEEF I TC T AR, BET RSA UK AAE /INIE Ifi A2 48 14 1F 17 [7]22 (b = 0.031, 95% CI [0.01, 0.05]), 1%3& ML
ABEAESS R, LB R R el SN B B R AR, KB SR B E TR ER, KB AR AR
Al 0 4 2% S 5 (Miller etal., 2023; Fuchs etal., 2021). #5 R4 RG LR B — D4R, [FH5)LHEIIEERK
BRAK R 40 5 15 0T E - KM 52 T 0[R20 22 5 50 4 (1) B2 57 2 A0 S AR ARAH O, T 7E sk 2 22 5% XU |
JERE S B 2 AR R A T R R PR B S AF 25 SR, 2 AT B s 70 5 0495 A B A% 346 (1) B A RIS DR 25
(DePasquale, 2020). & AFE MRANH HEZN A LI | fi G IRMEEL ARG, FEEGHA &M 2T
Ko ) F R 5215 I AR HL 2= L (Armstrong-Carter et al., 2021; Capraz et al., 2023; Helm et al., 2018). 1E [ [F]5
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B T I XU P Y [0 T e, AT LR D T B, BRI R]— 5 07 1) AE A [ 856 v B0 & SCRT REAH I
PR N (0 [F) 20 A I s R XU R R AR 2 6 0o B o I [R) A0 5 30 P9 A0 XU B 5 3% (R AR ARS8 5 5 EL
paE, AERE RS T S B AR B i (Kalomiris & Kiel, 2018).

= RO TR SR e . AR B Zh A E T W AR e OB AL L AR AR A ST
RES 7 VG S 3L [ ARA,  RESRAMAR AU T B 7= 2 R0 R 20 At R s 0 A ok R0k B i ik A i (Priel et all,
2019; Scatliffe et al., 2019). X —HUFJHE AL 2> B3] H IR 556 5 AR 06 15 w6 7 AR B R BER SRRk, AR AB I
ROt T AN WE T RN T . REER S BRI RRS R e 25 3, = R AR E AN
R JR 4k B B —FRid (Scatliffe et al., 2019).

SRTAEGE. nl R TR AR 8 52 bl BN RN R 2 (Bi et al., 2023), BE7&1E. G ILRIAL X5
ESET H IR IR AL T AR SR A5EYE (Chen et al., 2025; Deng et al., 2024; Miller et al., 2019; ZS#E 4%,
2025). A [a] [R5 T RELE ph 3 (R R AE -5 A0 B0 P 4% B A2 P2 BT 4R XU O B R Goxt Al — 15 B A 3 )
FAE, WA - B3, BN SEEER. BERS5ESEER: FERANEDINRIGHEL N WY E &
AT NFTIRT T7, T AER R X7 #Z2iE s THOR . BB AE TGRS O R G A B = - lE
[0 - BB AE o R, R o2 HEh AL ARSI 5 ABR R RIATTOR &4, 2025). 5%
THREIE B I R T IE B I 5 R G Ak, $E TR BB /K- 5148 B e AN R X 40 DU 2R B (IR
HE) - ARG FEWE . #E)E 2 A ER . R ML, S HE) - = g B (i
Pr - A PhRITE) T 2 S MUIR 28 I SE i FL R 35 (Zhou et al., 2026). 5 = G 1R 2 T 38 XU
A o] 34 [F) AE RV E R B A T SR, AIHMELLE AR B LE R SLRRE. s e 517 AR S
BIox Al vl SRR R Dy BCRS AT N IR B RIAE 55 0 R4S T2 LAZY R (Roche et al., 2025). #1284}
FRIEI & SO S, B AT R I SRR S A NG A LT, AR S 357 (Zhou et al., 2026).

32. (TASREEAENF IR

ACBREX JLEEVEML . RS A 254t R it HL T BRAR R [ RI , B8 R nT 0 0 S it a2, ) LB I T
SESVHAE R TSR H RS 4T3)(Bell, 2020; Feldman, 2007; Paley & Hajal, 2022). L[EVEZ AL
HEXNR. fFZH5MEXHE, HS 5854 RIAMEES KEA K (Adamson et al., 2019). X EEE
AR SIS ) LEILERTY, WS B, AJLEREMARIARIE RIS, X
— I FRAE )L EE AN B SR T e BRI G Y L (Guo et al., 2015; Kemp et al., 2016).

TR RECAE B AE7E, JCHEAE T RUT Re i h TR IR S LR 2 5 . BRI A AME B R
B 554 al 1 5 G844 5% (Barbosa et al., 2021; Kemp et al., 2016; Tronick & DiCorcia, 2015). &&= it %
ik LB 2 — RN B S T W i 5E BEAE 3R, AN E AT REA T T Re S AR A o (R0 B A BN 7E
I3 SR AR P AR G R T PRI RE 0, LR TR S IS 25 N A L BLBh RAEYEAR ) 45449 1 i (Davis
etal., 2017; Konrad & Puetz, 2024; Perlman et al., 2022) ,

3.3. BERMEETHIPIR SRR

[F0 15 L3 R R 2 [ ) SRR 22 Rk B BT A DG Tt o SX SR BertRe Ul B 2[RI B, 200692 Rl 2%
FBIE 2 RAEE B HESh T R & . ZLF AN X7 fEAT N A BTG & A S iR 22, 0 nT e il i
R RS, A0 sl i 38 A F2 B2 A3 45 4% = At (Roche et al., 2025; Zhou et al., 2026). [A]—#EE £ A
[ N A I 5 5 AR S5 18, S 70 8] 0 RO, ]t xfE DL 28 (Davis et al., 2018; Helm et
al., 2018). [F 5 R EAERZAIMFRER R CE R EMER], & 1R R AL &7 IR 20 K R (DePasquale,
2020).
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T HNARG R JLE PR SBRIAT A5 R BRI RS, A2 BER [N SR i
KU LERPRS, RAERWOAE RS X I T8 & 5 20 2 XG5 Z oA m Bt gefE B e
PR — L2 22 JLE R, SRR A 1 5 1% 46 T YT IR M 2 (R] 770 X0 ) 0000 6 R (R 25, 2025);
BEF- 2 [ RIE 5 5 A BRI D, BEAE 6 it 11 48 26 A FI AR 4K 75 ) 4 BR i B (Armstrong-Carter et al.,
2021). BT HEDEWY, HEFED S NAMEER. TS H % S H IR, X R SCIPGE ] BEXL A &
4 (Chiang et al., 2024; Henry et al., 2023), 1 [[2 5 W AMEAT A B RERAEAS B 9T 0 18] 9F A — B (Qui-
flones-Camacho et al., 2022). TG REERKENREIE R 4R, #Bik kR REMEENR.

Z R L AR DX 3 AR N5 AN AT A8ORE T 7R 288 2880 AR ] e S [R] PR a8 A% 5 R B SRRV
FREGFAREAR . W& ERAEL, BEATfehm A0, e hiEH T RIBEE R, 22
5 BEALEE Bt A B T899 8 2 I H-HEBR 05 [F)25 (DePasquale, 2020; Miller etal., 2023) . #5 Bk — AR 46 3 [A]
S IAZ AR, T 15 B R M6 R AR sORUAE T2 AR (S BRI &, XSS B AT SRR
b, SEEBMEEFDD 5 R ERBR A S 2 K E, MIEER.

FHEEZ R, YA ERSE H HUESE BB B . X R IB ER A —HE R BEAE 2 AR a8 1L, el
BRI SRR R T, WV HIR — SR e =, WEAMARSRFRDEREZ
() (R B TR) DRI, 481t BE SHE VTS IRV T PRI [R]85 4 7 3R AE T B B b 5 ) L RS 4o B 2 R L S [ (1 DR BB
3(Priel etal., 2019), 5K EEIREL 5 7 £ b oA A4 5 I 470 J05 £ FH 10 26 42 (R H B 9 ) 152 1 (Kim-Spoon et
al., 2024) . TS50 A S (it 5 5 0 DA SRR , 1T DA R0 AR B N B8 s T 8 20 I, A @ 2 LR R
55 E I FREANT, BRI A #6556 (Kemp etal., 2016; Konrad & Puetz, 2024). X B2k % & 78— F ,
[0 FA e R R R LB R ST 261, e IR SRAEH Z RN M 5 T UE R Z D i .

4. FRIK R EPFRFRISHNRIASIER

[F 5 PR T 2O R AT 55 et R4 LS I Gome B 5 A, “A 0 i Bl ek (R 2 S5 ek, 28 44
gz I e SN, HOFMIRS T 56% 5 B £ 1P (Feldman, 2007; Paley & Hajal, 2022). [F]—
K (4 [ A AEAS [F) B B wT B ol LA [ BRI 25 S, RITT A s B4 AR 8 43 T B S RIS 1R H .

41.0-3%: £E=HE, KkEELE

L@ B, KRG MBI RIS RN BRI AT B, RS B R R S AR AR U
(Leclére et al., 2014; NIk, 254, 2024). Rk PREE 2L LAY BEAE BORES . UG EEIRFEIN, JLE
W OAEHL . KA MBERLIEHTRARS S, WA iETEEX—r B o4 B3 (Bell, 2020; Feldman, 2007).
FYE A RS R SR R EAR DG, UL REC S IR e R R I AT S, D ) LB R
FABIR 2 &G Bh T E 3R SRS Y3 K (Barbosa et al., 2021; Tronick & DiCorcia, 2015; i 5% #1145,
2017)o 1oy Hs 7 BUBESEAAR XU AT e 39 00 B zh th W i, 8 S R R B T AE I AMEE (A (Priel et al.,
2019; Sfeir et al., 2026).

4.2.3~6 %: HREEE. BEXFRFEDSHEEN

BE. RAEERAMN SRR EG, FPHE 2 RICNE G, LR S EE ST 17k
2o MABES)LEMEY RIES . 4RFILEEE, araescRe) L Nt gt b2 m 0, EERR S
S %0y )L s B L 4% 1A) (Adamson et al., 2019; Paley & Hajal, 2022). RV & & 5 5 44t £ 68
DI AEGRTT N IMGRIARDC,  JIUHRE RS 2 )L 28 J A BER] g 52 A [8] A VT C A0k 52 #6472 (Guo et al.,
2021; Kerr et al., 2021; Valentovich et al., 2018; ZF#¢4%, 2012). X — KBSz 4 50 A T3 e i 1) 45 30
HITE S SR, BRRAE BB S 5 4 .
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43.6~11 % : FIWMESKRERBMLE

S )L BB B Se E k. R i R AR U SR R SL [/ B AR, ST IR @ L m R AR
P I AN IS RN R I SR o SRBE Hh (R SCRF I I8 18 T Dy ) L B A 2 AR A [R) P A7 455 v 8 FH O 5
W BT IR, L 2 R SR IR A e A 5 A7 4 R T IR 2 R] I A AE L) T O &R (B4, 20255 De
Raeymaecker & Dhar, 2022). BEF-RI 5 5 AEBR[E 2 . HHPN RSA [F)25 355 )L 28 AR A Ik Bt 26 1 15 A
K, PRORRLRHZE. SCSEMSEPRIREL > T — I N4 HT(Capraz et al., 2023; Rodrigues et al., 2021; Tang et
al., 2024). FERLR 2 (4 KRR A0 0 RN TER T-REE, AN [ HEOR) 2 S (R 1 9 R L (R4 i ) L 28 i Ak
1 H B85

44115 E: BEMHESORER

/DA A 0 o RS AR B E I O . BE B 55K R SR 2 () OR A T VR P . 5% 2 H AR e ) 3L [
WS SRR SR, BN —BONE D ERIR LI IR 0], 5B 4E R KT 454 (Birk et
al., 2022; Paley & Hajal, 2022). [ 15 184 7] 25 RS B ¥ H 5 38 30 5 N AMECRE IR 5301 46 R AR OG,  HLrTRE
W) %% 4 (Chiang et al., 2024; Henry et al., 2023; Perlman et al., 2022). 35T AH AL F011% 25 3 5] 4 56 o fy i
6] [E] 2 0% 2 0 AR A T ML, R e = U 75 85 SO AN Rl i FR 56 iE(Chen et al., 2025; Deng et al.,
2024; Kim-Spoon et al., 2024).

5. RTRIBMRBETER

AL S RIA . HENFARASE TEEE S . B SO 7t B, BEEMS IR U R i R 0 S BE R
EEARAL, FEFERIIRM . 5 R B S B A R 0 BOE AR [E] (96 & A L (Abu Salih et al., 2023).  [FI )i
LA B DR 75 A BRSO o s B IFESE LA BRI RS KPR G P2 AR iR . REfE &%
GrAr . FREESE MG R EENE 4 RIB BRI 2 5 0% ) LB IS 2645 (s, 2019). JLESUR.
LR FER R 5 IR EAE R 2 5 i 772, VUEC L 2 N IRIR A 5 L2 = B30 % 8 B
(Konrad & Puetz, 2024; Valentovich et al., 2018).

BRI A oA AN 5 2 sy B SR 1R 28 T 19 548 S 0d E (Fang et al., 2024; Fuchs et al.,
2021). MEEEERNGRIPHRIRGLIAERY, FE R SEMRMFELAEIE, 245 EE R 7 LR X E— )
YSIF, [F)28 H A BE e T 7K T B S5 AR RS B8 BT, A0 S5 g B DU 5 BEAIG 1) [R] 5 AH 5K (Sfeir et al., 2026).
JE TR, ACRERHE S RS 5 B N AE R R, BB kS B Rt ETE. BEERIRA

W TS S BURME RS R A BRI L)) LIS T (7 /N 1FEE, 2021)0 SR BURE K L = 1A
IR FEFEOCIEC LB R R, AL s n] [R] I M 5547 A A1 s 42 [A) 25 (Hoyniak et al., 2021; Le Bas et al., 2025;
Rodrigues et al., 2021), BFFEN I LIRIERI S T HEMESMEERFELLE, AHEREERRELSEW
VE R AL & .

6. NAWRNERSH L

EC M Fe B e DLEC. JERASTEAE B S, WEWEW SARTE . RO gmhD . AHIC. 5 FAE
PO, A — RO PE A R B 8 ST T RESs 7 AN [ i, BRI T 72 18] ) be s (Bell, 2020; Da-
visetal., 2018; Helmetal., 2018) . B 5T N BAHA AT INZ IR P REEFN 5 bk, R IR 1 JE 4k 5 Tkt
SRR, FHLLOY BCRT BYAT 55 X e o 56 3 ) i) S0 B ) £ 7] 25 (DePasquale, 2020; Roche et al., 2025; Zhou et
al., 2026).

SIS AR SRS, B SRE L H W A, MR G, mE TR LN BT
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KA, 5 FAE T A H AR 25250 (Alonso et al., 2024; Procissi et al., 2026). A4 HAIMIZIEFRZIEN . &35
UL USES- A e 2 oS I ACE ot o N = i 2 X [ AN 0 7 O RN 2 € 1 W 1 o N O e N
WSS AMEZ B RN, 3 n] L i ST ELE RURE, 22 R S ER A BT 0 8 & JF
HeBx O[] 25 (DePasquale, 2020; Miller etal., 2023). JLEFRE « SR [E N AR BE K ) 2 [HAFER R R, H
AR LA 2 AR, 2 )2 BN A8 SO 5 AVE ) TPt nl 32 7+ B R R 71 (Armstrong-
Carter et al., 2021; Helm et al., 2018; Quifiones-Camacho et al., 2022).

7. MIRRE

Feoke Big A I E CRR S AR, 45 ARG R, LIERE. ERICRAEEHL, ii3%E
FM S HEENERE. s TAUREEE i B4R id R (DePasquale, 2020; Procissi et al., 2026). K H.zh w65
54, WA E T E B, AT RRAREZ R EREERR, HRARRRNE. [P
B Ja T47 9 (Roche et al., 2025; Zhou et al., 2026).

KIZEER. THl. 2B SO Tl X LR SRR Bl AR EH,  FEAG SR TR
S i) A5 A A A XU 25 1 R SR Oy BE ) 14 (Abu Sallih et al., 2023; Sfeir et al., 2026) . K5 3L[F1E T i o9~
ERILER, FRSBENFKERGMMAIER, oA FKEREAR I LEE SR AL T o h
TN TR, IR AT E AT RGEHRFN T (Paley & Hajal, 2022). A #E B BEFR L EAS
T OEESERE T A SR SR EAME S, R E R AKX — B AR E ORI BN R g S ]
&5 I (Kemp et al., 2016; Konrad & Puetz, 2024).

8. &t

SEFFERGIERAT N 1S AR 2 TR SL R R p i R DR A, v ERAAR H o HL S ] SCHC )L
EIEE R A Re ) O EE IR T 5 2 A A (Ratliff et al., 2022; Sfeir et al., 2026). F:[RVER. &
T[] SR 2R BC S 0T e i O B B R AR, RPN BGR T B3N 25 AR5 R, XTS5 )L
# K M B (Davis et al., 2017; Konrad & Puetz, 2024; Paley & Hajal, 2022). 257, YA, HREEME
SCACHIF TR A B T BB S [F) [R5 A, SR BE SCRe S T TR A 58 B TR Ak 3

SE 3k

N, Z=d0(2024). RWISEFHB) S )LEMA MR E——&F BT AT RN HIEE. O XRS5 E, 40(6),
894-904.

I, B, MEAR, 2 5(2025). WA A JLE PR TR e SIS 4T R R R, F A
e P F4 2, 33(2), 299-303.

Ji/NF, RIS b (2021). BESRAFLEX S)LHIFEN: JuiE B S SHBURYE R R A ERL. JLAT# A, (6), 229-
238.

ZRRIE, B, A0, WEIEIE(2025). TR ABRth Rl Btk R TE. A0 <, 31(2), 148-158.

XML, XIF50N, #hEE=(2019). KB JLEE LT RER. WU SIER. FIAMKEIR( G FHLFFR),
(3), 148-155.

AU, BB, E4HE(2012). BUUEERTIRE: BV ENIER. B FZ R #H2FK), (6), 152-156.

DR, EEIFIE, E4H(2012). BIUILFEERSHSRIVRRINKR. B AIIEAZZ R H A FIZR), 33(6), 68-
73.

5, F4, WA, PER2017). RAMBEE D) BERTRIEIR R —TUBEE L. A O 525,
25(4), 603-607.

ARl XIepH, T3, &, xI=275(2025). Wl [ 5 AU R TR, OEEF R, 33(3), 439-451.
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