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ZF X

RA-TTHESCEE, EXEAZ A, FRAUTh B EN,
WiT % AFE (presence of others) W& ; HEARERFENFE
S ERNMNEEZHEBAEELE (Jonah Complex) WE S, UBEHIHA.
AT RENF RS, BRALEY, BERERREHE (G W. Al
port) FE I8 LR 3 (actual presence), 2 £ # 3 (imagined pres-
ence) fnf &3 (implied presence) By 4 X, 7 M3 ut—F w o
ER—BAAENEERITEN, USHEKFWARIBR TR S
MAETHR (F X, 2008a: 137), HAENEZHELXERANAFHA UMK E
EFF, WABTFHAGKIF, REBLVES, HeF, A%%, #14
EYFERNGHENZRNEE, FHENREN I T RIIWFERARM
MAER, ERRAAXLSFFM —THRF,

EAHBENTEMNERT L EERET, S CEFATHEEKA
B3t 4 ## 3 (myth of origin), #r 1897 4F 4% H ¥ # 4 (Triplett) # %
B/ 4Bk (social facilitation) By5Z3EF 50, 1908 4 W A 18 4
UHSREE MG EHFH, R 1924 £ K ERKHE (F. H. Allport)
AR B, XLEENE, BRTHBHNERBSEE S ET X
., R FREENA (FX, 2001), X[THENELS/ITHR W ¥
FomdmEN AR, £20 L2330 FRFBETHERUT R, TlE
HECHEE, EE_AERABRRBREFRFEIR, RRLHHHE
TENR. UREACEFNFHERMEH®BEE, BFELKL T,
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1967 F£: FER YRS OHEPHTHSE R

ERAUD, —WEFERREFE, YAEHEH &Ry R
B BREFRGM. BEER LB E/TAREHERY, R MR —
BERMES, BXRAXEHN, FREMEWEH, RERTLL: ¥
HBHERAS, REEEERBMANEBRE; RZREEARFLR
ZREABBEKIRNIDI. MAKRFWRELITF, R ELRA
ZHERE, ASEBENMHNEERBEPREY, AR DE &4,

FREFRE, AEMGER, MFTEF. £—, CELHEHH
B FALFR RO ¥R EBERABHEER, G HEp
AWNAEMEEHEERERNERLR, CEREETERGAEEN. &
Z, EENFERERIELME, BEERARAEMNERERE, Y¥FH
BERAEERTHLEATMHENR A IH A NELE VN, §EF
AREMRTAL, MEMKEFEHNR L, BAPRETH., £=, &
CEBRNEIER, RETHAMPRGRET, BEARET; WHE
AREZGHRES, REEWNFIESR, 0, EATHRAIWMENKRLF
FENBRWBRHENE., MTXAHE, CEEESFRpNEORME L0
A,

ERHEMEEERE, WANKE, BAXRNBIRELOE FWHE
ft. ¥ hFEy, REFHBLERNFANESE,; FROEAXRE -
HER, THRERAREANRBEET - AER,; TFEERRRER
HFHANEEE, WEEFWMHEKS,

- BHFNREERER. IHFHELABIROBMARE
BAELAREHAHFEEFNRFIOEEN, FHLEREEE, B —H
FABRERERENRA; TEFRAHNERA, AFHLRNHERER
ABA, LB EHE (FX, 2001), XEWAKES Y FAZERH
BEHRREET EFERR,

MHEFHEFECFEENUBOCFUABEOAYHFG N EL, T
MYHEATEANA, FEALEREE “TXEEW—F” (A Year of
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No Significance)

1587 %, EFH+EE (L%, 2000, %4
EFEN, AXYHBBRANTFEARIHETEE R BN FAL
£, EX -0 TURFBHE,

HEAERER, 204, SRUILVEXNAE, 4THE -4
“RARBEEW—F”, 19674, EXBRNEAERMZALBALY.

WANEREH, F-R167TEWE “BAOHEELIFE” WX
B, BRIRISTEMEABURMNL LB L HNE L E X, AYEE
MXBREN, AETFEFWERTER, FRFAPMF LT AR
BAFR, TIRMNELCBFHBEELN, WAL TIETH “Fio
B” 4N HE ¥ (asocial social psychology), “H 4 %47 RAFR,
BENEHZEFHEMNE, 2FAABTEUREDHEMAESR
(Moscovici and Markova, 2006),

ENEBEAY, ERBEOEFHEML, “HEOHEFHRHE”
(the Pope of Social Psychology) # #7 3% 4 (Leon Festinger, 1919—
1989), £ 1967 FIF 4 H G CEF WA R, EHREFFMEBAS
P eQEE, —FF, RHERLTHRT, AHHEBA¥FRIAL N
TR FEHR (New School for Social Research), = ##4 % 15 #h #L %,
W E, RAERAUHGOEZRER, BLEBFNREEEREALENW
%K.

TAER—%, FRELVEFRALAFTHBZHEH R (Henri Tajfel,
1919—1982), X B HEREFHENRA, AFFERFERIAAFE
4t A% (The University of Bristol, UK), 4 3 K % 893 ) & A
HFEHHAF¥HLSCEZ W EHI (Chair Professor of Social Psy-
chology),

MEER, PEHREFRFLTHEHB S —LXFTEHHEF
(Serge Moscovici, 1926—) EEZ H A # A® % (minority influence)
Fnxt 4 FAF (social representation) W BB FHr %,

1967 £ T4k, BHERDAMEERETANH, EHRML2O
BEEBRGREXND A FRAUFFC, £ “HoeXE” WERT, Fh—
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RI Al A,

HaNBEWURAERER, 240X —FEma, YRELL
BN REEARERALEBEEN, LEHLSEXHENEEF
Wt RAE, WTRNES THFHERRR, EFWAE LT
BEFTE (FX, 2008a: 3),

F—HFREERNEN: ABAT

HRBEWEN, REHBMAERNEORME. £FRERH LRES
ERARBWEMEN, TERREHAETEN, EVERAE, WA
MAREERAR, RS, EAFHRERBEENE TR, £¥4
BREA, FRESMERARAENWE XL LR ERN, HEF¥
MEFTREERARAY, EERRIHRAHRBE ARG ENR T
AR, MARFERRBEABBHNELE, THREAREEZ¥F
EEBEANELREEK,

EREZNEZEBBEF, FLLAGETRY BN LN EHE S, 4
— BHEWE/EZRETRE-FWARY, BELRNESR, +E
FRUERATE “BHFHR”, BEKY; TEMNRAEF LN %%
M, WEHELANE. £, HEHLHR/EFRTERERXN. &
HRBENERXNT, WEEE RO TFHRAE, /RS2 55ETHE
TR HBW R, RARI AP ETRAHEINM IR FERNL BN E
HEK, F=, BRINELZEEH “XER” WOE. BRAFTX
o EXHBE, H/EFRTEAEAEREEFLTHR, TEAR
Wt B & X EREy “BEAEERM” (mere exposure effect), # %k
X EEEHRIE,

BEAH, TIAARFEFEXHL2OEEHHMEHRNEF, RLF
RAREALALENHE, TEERA THEELERNEN. FEIHK
MAMEEFEAREMZ ANEFEXR, WEEEFEFFHEAZER
., EZRNE FFHRNEPRR P e B 2000 iR e fn g 2
Ko XMEEL, BEXHGOCEXFZERFMNIRR, LEXFERBAER



P

A, ,

WA ERERAELEVFRNFRELR, BB S TH Y %
W, FZHTEREE-TERWENBAER? ERAES A RN H
KVEFRE, YA TXEEE, FRFEEFHA AN+

EHEH X, £EE L OCEEH, 2007 £ E ANk E%
(Cooley-Mead Prize) R X R H Y REH LM L OHE LK EEAHH
(House, 1977, RFFIHEBHH LS CEFEZLBY. Ho¥hito
L HE ¥ (sociological social psychology, SSP). SZ#h# 4\ 8 % (ex-
perimental social psychology, ESP) FigE#H &G E ¥ 4 2 4 Mf A
##F %2 (contextual social psychology, CSP; social structure and per-
sonality), YK RBAFIBEHHHLOESE, BHEHEMILAR
A RAR

BomRFATHENEDYE, FERERZTHELT EEE P ik
o, AP AL AR EAERTHEER L LBHWH L
CELRNEENE, ROBHEK. T2, HAVEAEAT AR W
BEX XN TF#HLHEE,

HEHAE (LSO EXNBEBRKT) XIHLEL, UEBKTFIH
o, RGEMTHEOCEEZZ -WEHPAEE. HEHAXTAEHR
BETHRCEZREN A BERAR 4 HEBATE, TEAEBAT
BB TRNHCEE, £ RMEAEHFEEMR (Doise, 1986:
10-17),

(1) XF 1—ANK A AF (intra-personal or intra-individual lev-
e, CERBEABALZ Y SCEZMNERKT, MAIHATE, £
EXAEMAEHSHERF AL HEH L A, HLFRMHELBR WA
#, HTEELBEMEMELIFLENLE,

UMK RBBERF B OHAMER A2, ToEREAARTER. B
5 ¥ (embodiment), B#. Hefi MEE, H4Aff X4l f,
HoER, HEAEE%,

ot

e

5 "XER"
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EX—BBATL, HANHEFHOEME - DA WEASA,
WMBEHERK AN RAR, ZEXRPLTHAILEER, w4 T
A (elaboration likelihood model, ELM) 5 B & X in T —% % fu
TH#A (heuristic-systematic model, HSM), 1% 4 3 4 %38 & ) fa %
F# A (Higgins, 1997),

(2) XF2 ABEFoiE & A F (interpersonal and situational lev-
eD, EXEXEALENEREFFIALWARTRE, WEFLEAER
HEWHEREZANMEFE BT E LM E (social positions) ,

MABKFIBOHARDTR, TAFEXATRIH: E1HL47
I, RETH. FREFEXE, 54 50%k%, EANEAEARS
HEBNES LR,

(3) KF3—#H L8 KF (social positional level) = Z4k A A
Fo EXEFHLTHHAELSHEFHWEHEZ R (inter-situational
differences), WH LA P WL 5 HHE W BEEB LI F4 (df-
ferent group or categorical membership),

UBEATFARCHBEALE, TEHEEAFREIEH. ANCE,
BAETR., SBRANEBRALBANET. KEBRA. BEER, 4
R—MEXRE,

HARBARARESHEG A XD HAB MR REKER (con-
version theory), ZH AP B A M XN LB EH o d & K4 ®
(Moscovici, 2000),

(4) KF 4 EIRHAKFE (ideological level) HEHTAT, ©
RBEAERUBRAMCFLNBEAT., CEERREAAREREF,
XRAREZRARSEZBWHEL. XL, TNRHRATRL.

UBRAFAZCHBRAE, TEEERFLEA. BFRiAaw
ZARH &, BRER LRI, BRTH AR,

EHLFW30FY, BRAFHARTHRAENSRE, TEHNE
WHRAHBH RO AR RFES, FRMEXCARNXHEE
##: (dynamic constructivism) (Chiu & Hong, 2006; Hong et al. ,




2000; Wyer, Chiu & Hong, 2009) i £ E# A (bias map) (Cud-
dy et al, , 2007; Fiske et al. , 2002) w5,

HEBRAEAHRYEBIRAL L LS LU HLTBRRH LKA
R, AE S S WERARXER FTHOTARY, EB/RFIL! HEH L
EEAHE, RO LAAENH TG RETHEEEEAN, TREMT
BBEAY., HEVEXN AMHBBEONATREBETE, £ 121
REEWARTEKT; TERINAT, BHAREAMSZYE, AT
HARNTEANLL2EAENTHONTE; S TRANAELLANE
FREBFHRE, AMT A HTEANHATER - KPR RAF L
Bx 4 (articulation) (Doise, 1986, 11-16),

RAMFREHFAAE BRI RS CEDR, AEIBEA L DO
BEAHMATEARYER B IR AL MNBFRIE, ExEEK
WA 2 T AR R [B] B i e R R B ok A LR AE

REAHROEIBNYARL, RTUTEREG OB FEFEETHHT
RAER, 5 BLHARK.

L OB EZWH L EA, HRARERFELE.

2. HENEEWFTEEKR,

3. AL ENFHER. CHAENGHNERA S ARWERTY
=,

4. BAMH S OERAE,

5. HENBE¥AETH Y. NAFLRNEE.

HENEENERFR, AR, RATESNFTE AL AREE
Bo F—, BFRAHB, NAHSCHEFENANLFNEZT ANFEL
X, ERMHIEEMFRORRARETPE S EN F AN,
IR, . Bk, FEAALTN,

o, HENBEAXAE., CEMT TR, EXHEMER
A%, AapH SO HE2E R E (Kahneman, D) FH X H XT3 #
EXFEFERFNHABRERX AR RZHHE, TE5F -AFELE
2002 N AREHFFR, XEHGOHEFRAL 40 £+ F 3 KHF k%
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., ERZH, HEOVEFRBAK (Lorenz, K.), EHH (Tinber-
gen, N.) F125 « % B3 (von Frisch, K. ) HX#PH 24T H K FelH
HETVOBELFENREFREBFER, WHE (H Simon FE ¥ X
ENANGR, UHEGIEHH EHXAREM (bounded rationality)
AR AR B 5K B B R H  (sub-optimum decision-making or satisficing)
W B R T RAR 1977 £ UARBH ¥R,

EHENIRRGF, HARAHCGOELY, AHRANE, X REHE
ARAHGCEER, WFRBETHE-BWANFEH, ERARTE K&
WAL RABGUEFRWRHESE, £HhR, EFHETEE A
# (Trivers, R) %, #IWE R, EXHMBEALRIHEE. HR
FRENRE., ARNEX L, WHETARCHEENRENLEEE
RAFAWRT . BRI, THRREESL, A-MIBEHIETH
SRBEEXBERNERRR, URHSOELHEHARNTFHMAX
HLMEFFAMEEEX,

HEHHER, EXHLCEFZE-RAERNAER LA, H%2%
AWHRLEMERER, ABRTURANERELE-TERWEEZ
#, HRQBEEFEEHAALIHER A HALBUBR, EFBEROE
F.OAHSFRAMATLFEMNOTEN, TERCHXELFRENE X
FH.

LRTESOEZHFEERN

EARASVEZARKAERELRL S OEZHELESR (5K
& 2, 2009; J& B: dr, 1993; Burke, 2006; Kruglanski & Higgins,
2007), UHEHAAENH 2 CEFRBEAERACHHE, ©7#
REEREIRYRE LA VEFWHEERR, KBTI ERRAEZEEAE
FHAF AR L, WAXRSEENFRNEHE, KEF KA
TR

1 FEEOE. oM RMEEHLCEFHNL

CRERNIEERRALGWER, “BLAOEFANEE & 20
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WL 60 FRAMALET, Bl 20 L 80 FRWAREE (F X,
1997), HRBEMHE, L4 WBEHA L, 2EFRETXELEHAL
MAWERAR, HEAWESIRH*— “BEHHL0H%” (Parker
& Shotter, 1990), “AMEE” LR FEHACEF KBE Y R H
BRWXE, IRERBAERNRCEH, RENEFTEL LR F
BURRRE T R ERB IR,

Az, HEOBFERTNFT ARSI TAFT AT ENHA, T8
WM E R E LR, FEERPWHAARE, LHXZH Nk
B, FTRBEGEGF T EARFHHLNESEE, BABELEMH, T
BEEIHARGR, RLEZEREN, BHLTRESEREL 4.
e, FIWFEEF R X R T REABNE LR, HEH AL EE
¥

HEFHNERWABRREHELEM® (47 Gergen, 2001), FE ¥
AR B AR EFEIELSOEY¥ (Potter & Wetherell, 2006; 1987;
Von Dijk, 1993) 45 # % (rhetoric) (Billig, 1996), T & W& 5 & A&
N & 44 (metaanalysis) (Rosenthal & DiMatteo, 2001) .,

2. AW B MHBE: #ABELE. XUBRRFHELApHER 2

HECHEF -HAWMERBE, UFAKAOABLS L MFER MK
B FEMEFHATAR, 52, HOUBFFRERH TR
B #F X B 42 (approaches or orientations), # B4, b B AR FA 4
MAMFRELXTHELERZ.

HUBREMXBEN RN, ARFEARNEAERR S, BT
FEHZ - REAERNF UZIRALDH LS OERELTH?
ARYRUHECEME LT ARETRELENH L XN ERNZRT
EHUBEREMEHLE? IANRXERRS, XTHRZ AL RA—HR
#: (universalism vs. particularism) Z #% .

KEEEXNSFN TR I GRESEN LR, FHEENLLOHE
¥RBERTERNEZANATEARENREHEZ R, F-DMEFARULRE
HMARKGERERCEERBE, NERXKIHPSEZERLRXAN
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AW HFA, SWZHBEEE, AL ZAERAED O, FHx—
FHBRUAABROEFNFN L AU AR AR RNZ LTI AZH., A
AUNFELBEE S, HEVEFZHETFNAELEHLLLITE H,
THHE R BB R A R

FANRFBUIMEBRFARA RN L EFERBR, THX
RERFHNBRMR LT ANREREA SR, ERNAF4£0, #
MERHEREF BN B, FEXRARLRAYFR, BHRIIE
HESETEHE L, BECERH LT H N TLEANYE (cultural em-
beddedness) HBEAFFHRAANL, FETHMA XL RF K fok L
AR, FPHE, IMHLAVEFNEREERZ, AAELF
R AR, M E XA AEME (Chiu & Hong, 2006; Hong et
al. , 2000),

XU ARMRER, XFEMNEEXAAE, 00N R f e
REE, XA BEEERETA. BINEMEEOEAR
MAERWXMRET A EXER ALy, 244 HERRE, £X
A mey EEa b, RMOAFOER, BOR, HEAT., EX AR,
RAFKMFNER, RAEHE. BERFHRXARER, RITKRKH
A HABHBAMREA ALY, KNFERA, RELEFEARSS
EA, #HEKREEH K.

KEAHBATRAN ALY, BNEHFRA T EH AT &,
MIREXHEER, BEMEFTHERN “FTXAHCE” (multicul-
tural mind) (Hong et al, , 2000), & Ff# “XHEFE", XF T X1k
“WR”, B WET ERNKOEY, TRABES—FRE, LTFR
A “EHZET, BRNERMNASRF, MERIL,

KRR “XMUHEF", ASTHXL “WR”, MINFERE,
HHA KRR, EXETELTRNNTH, BHLETHM, A AR
2, RINMREHENT A HEZHRR, RNFLEHFH BT, R
RFLAGHFTHER “TRAH” (Swidler, 1986), FHEFH +,
RMET “XATFX” WHEBB K, FREFERGSEFTAK
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HH “XHEE” (Sperber, 1996),

FENRARELREMEYEWES LIE b 4 & WM A 8B4,
AR CHEERAK, RINENERLEN “YB”, Hieg =
REMHBECHREZAEARDHOENFHR, URBRIXREAD
HF CER2NE) LT H AR B . S5 R b WA
AR ERMARG, UANGEERRWES Y (fitness) ¥ #
R, N1964 £4 & KA, FRIMEAER (grand theories) 4
*B##E® (kin selection/ inclusive fitness), H ¥ E E# (direct re-
ciprocal altruism) #z 8] # & # i (indirect reciprocal altruism) 7t F| 4,
BAELE, EA#REW (theory of parental investment) (Trivers, 2001)
AMAEREE R EE, THCE AN LSOEEZEH L4 Y
BERRWENERAHT RO EWESL B, FMHSCEFENH
42 fo JAUEAR DL (v Buss, 2007; 1994),

NeHERENE LN DN BAS, BETHSNEWHER ¥, U
ERFHFIR LR ERREEAR IMRD fE&F LAY E
HHFHAR (PED) AFAHE, HEAPERERE., FRESUEA e
BEEHN AR RLES, EEEHEMHE (& Greene et al. , 2001;
Eisenberger et al. , 2003; Ochsner, 2007).

.M RERE, HehmER

FEMEAAFE, K20 #2280 FRUK, U “Bik&” (warm
cognition) #H “E & A %” (embodied cognition) H &8y “H LA 4o
¥a” (FH4E, 2008; AHE, 2010; Barsalou, 1999; 2005), HEE
HE, HBEHEFEF (priming procedure) HFFA XL EW “B
B RRTERRE, FEHBBAEH AT AMETRENATF, X
A g, BEAKA & (Yzerbyt et al., 2004) F g £ HE (F W 4&,
2010; %, 2006; Fiske et al. , 2002; Cuddy et al. , 2007),

folrRHTESE, FREEAHXOTHFETRAREN P WHKE
RAREMRLWH K (Kahneman et al. , 2008; 1982), W& F —fr ¥
HFHF 2002 FHENREFFR, FRENFREHL S AU BETE
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EZFHB I RAHR Y, THBFEFHOE.

4. Bk HoREER

AGRAHR, REFELSWTEEREBRNER, F 24 4
AR RTBRAREATNFE., BAEREABENTHREUSRES
WATENEXESLAEHTE.

URAGABENEREREN AL, N EAXBEAEHR.
MR UBBR BRI TR F, BHA &4 RE T R F ke
FHBEE., RSN AN 1969 £ F4, £ 5K AWE W24,
EEIEAR AN LD BAATH RS — B A o R
# (conversion theory) DIRAWRA LI FAMBZEH EH AT KA
BN AR EA (v De Deru et al. , 2001), EM T HATEF K Y
Wi EHMETEXRDBARNKNARET, EETHEARERY
(Moscovici, 1996),

itk 2&AE# (social representation) M| B EH A4 A x4 Rt
NHEEHF—-FAT#H (Moscovici, 2000), 43X B 48 4 Jb 2 K B g &
W ## (implicit theories) WA E £ X E#E, BB UYE NEL LY
BERFWEFELFER, LKL 20 L 90 R4, %
ATFEMNEARELTEAL (mE@E, 2009; HEF, KEK,
2008; Doise et al. , 1993; Liu, 2004; Markova, 2003), #HH¥44A 44
#HLBEHF (B, 2009),

5. Hlr A HLAREER

HF#HRMH LA # (social identity theory, SIT) ##H 7 %A
RHENHAE., FA R EAELTRARIRHFT WD REBPAREE
o BHEXRBEL, SAR—BEAVERORDHN, AR “&
B AR FE R’ (minimal group paradigm) WS F ., M 1967 4£ F 44,
GHATHFHETRMORES N, BARPHRNEAREET UL S EH
., o, ARBWHARBH/ERHIBCHELIRRL. 4
WE®, BRTAEERERLEBTHER EXAKE B A—
FuEBBERE, ETAHENSABREKERRARBEAIRFBREXR
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(Brown, 2007; Tajfel, 1970; 1981; Tajfel & Turner, 1986),

AEERFRTIG2 FHY2E, HEAFARELFLEBNSHHE T,
HAERANE EHA, wEWNFH T BEREA (subjective uncer-
tainty reduction model) 0% & 4 52 M # B (optimal distinctiveness
model) , HARALHHEHRHEAN “HRFXW” (self-categoriza-
tion theory) (Turner etal., 1987), Z R B Xk, HMHE T —
MY A——ITC 3 JE M (meta-contrast principle), ¥ £47 % % &
B TR ME M FE AR N (Turner et al. , 1987 51-52), FFiEmat b
R, RHAE#EY, DRBUARAZ AR EZ R R EWAUMENT£
R, BEAYEERANSRREER AT, BREZE N
MBEELRTLE, RAWTHLEN, AWRFAHNEERTR, £ —,
CRETHETNAR—BEATAZH WA, E2 880 AF—#KF
fThESE £, CEHARBABATABRTHARBRA AN E A
) B,

EHLS AR HFAERELAERE®R. ABKE (ingroup favorit-
ism) FoSBFE (outgroup hostility) B, F B &4 EIRAH LA
R AFEREE, BEYSRESADRNARER LA RAZERAE R
K, BRKRHPEZHNEHEA (stereotype content model, SCM) (Fiske et
al. , 2002) P YA T XN, HAEHEZHE (bias map) (Cuddy
etal, 2007) FERABHF R (BFE AL . "L (BEER) fEMR
(BTN B —1,

HERREFEEFEN, CRHGELRAY A EITHREL, A4
SNERERANEET, UHEBREFA T EFH (mortality salience)
AL W R FE 4 (terror management theory, TMT) (KW, 1£
#, 2006; Greenbergetal. , 1997) YK #H 2 X (social dominance
theory) (Sidanius & Pratto, 1999) # b £ ¥ -FM &k, LRXHERME
BRRAR, CHAAFENER, H—, EEKFABCEFENLEH
SRUBEENBABHA; HoMNERFENMEE XA R £ R
ARBEELREAHGOBRA B TRNE S ER, TXFEREE K&
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FHLHMBEABRRLER,
AL B BRI

FPEAS “TEAEZER”, A4 ia, L8 TAMNBEK
FEANGERE, MTNEMETRANAACETR A AR, EM
MEETEAWT ., FRERHAT? Mgt oA WA ER s+ E
HECHBEEFNRFRGRY, USEFERQCESHBERHT oM
FFERQCEXE AR ANALERMERHESWHAN R LS f
R AR ERE, RYERSCESEF A FETNhREL S
LA,

FEALSHA, STPEHLCEEERETRENHL TR E, ¥
T#HR, EFMFBEHLLEAPNFIEACEMTLES, N R FLE
BHIHANHLCEZNAE, KRB CEFHHE, FANEFY
BR, HEARYEERNERELSERWRE RN, UBRXLERE
BEMRESVCBERE, UXRZAFTEHRSCEFNELEEN (F X,
2008b; Fang, 2009),

PEHSVCEYNELEX, FELAETFYEHSHANERLT,
BRALFABRAELTRE, HTWBEHNS L. BF, ¥3, KRER
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