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Hk, KT EAFRRZBR A, S AT A7 438 7572 (White et al., 2012; Yang et
al., 2014), YIS HT AL B HIEAR B RAORAEST 5 SRR 5 AR FIWTE 55 h 72 45 T S B IR A ik
USER s W T AR A R R B - A AT AN T SR B A TE /5 5 AR5 1
FIBTAE 25 (0 T3 RE R 2, 0 s FiR P 43 B 30 S I P A 4 8 2L AR AE PR R AT 55 28 8 R 1Y)
SCPBIRENREN 12.03%. Hr, ERfFSAEAHWNES T, SoFEHREN 13.17%, M 6-7
% )L 2 SN VYA RS AR (1) P34 R 250 0N 14.21%. 14.40%. 13.36%F1 3.13%; fE3E
Frg ZR AT S5 b, BCFIARR RN 10.89%, M 6-7 %)L % A DU/ME RS BER IR 2
AR RN 13.69%. 14.52%. 12.14%F1 2.84%. ” (EARTILEE 10 7T “2.2.1 K4FRE
HAEWZE SNARC BNAT S H iR Gt s —BO -

R 1 SFRALERT T HARR T A AT 00 22 TP OB (ms)

5 AR AW 55 JEFF5 A T AT 55
B4 RREF
6-7 % 7-8% 8-9 % [DIN 6-7 % 7-8 % 8-9 % A
M 1629.90 1146.11 1062.31  613.06 1560.70 1124.46 1166.23  740.10
aF SD 33659 298.49 21552 8847 388.00 26127 27837  107.14
ES=IN M 1579.23 1039.76 930.81  531.05 1396.31  1049.99 1042.01 646.35
=F SD 34854 240.21 21245  66.49 271.92 19865 20140 4378
dRT M 5067 106.34 13235 8201 164.38 7447 13412 9375
M 177845 1142.37 1040.21  581.29 162344 113755 117593 717.83
aF SD 44536 276.32 23175 7368 436,73 25454 33913  150.63
N M 170585 1140.12 970.47  537.19 1557.71  1097.82 1142.37 65357
=5 SD  389.96 359.88 177.77 6263 45018  269.35 27472  105.48
dRT M 7260 2.25 66.00 4410 65.73 39.73 43.35 64.26
. M 1839.24 1226.57 1032.03  541.04 1871.93 1529.89 135514 859.76
SD  543.33 335.68 280.26  76.76 70393 42348 39746  167.72
PN M 179723 1207.98 1092.73  600.98 1980.72 1618.86 154499  935.03
=¥ SD  542.33 290.52 23977  80.67 71247 44128 47506  254.15
dRT M 4201 18.59 5451  -59.94 -108.79  -88.97  -167.16  -75.27
1880.88 1238.13 985.64 53251 1926.38 1536.89 1584.18 913.06
i SD  389.51 377.97 22489 6319 676.96 51258  520.09  208.92
EEX
M 177035 1121.94 1056.61  640.67 2127.60 1800.97 1697.88  994.68
= SD 38387 272.76 239.75  107.38 708.18  564.96  421.46 23554
dRT M 11053 116.18 68.02  -108.17 20123 -264.07 -120.56 -81.62

W dRTs=A7 F 73 S Bi - 76 F-F 45 ) S s
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B 6: fEFHETR A, X T OB A 8] PR s AN R A S0, 75 B e Ja IR R A
EIRz: JEHIR LR MBRIERE . B, KT 5ER7S SNARC BT H I A BB
BOANE (RPRESAE: £55 SNARC RS HILE 8-9 & JLE#F A, JEFF5 SNARC 2500 H
BAE 6-7 & )LERHET) , HIERATEER:  “fF5 SNARC RN 7 2R B4 N T4F5 4
(IREST, B U5 B /N BRI T, £55 SNARC 244 2 Il (Yang et al.,
2014), XEME RS SNARC V252 B ST EE 520 (Zhou et al., 2007)” 5 [AISLIL AT
RETEREZ BN M2 ) LI B AR R A S . i “PERZ IERMI A 2, 2LATRES %
R — NS AERE S B in TR L £ 48 (Cheng & Kibbe, 2023; de Hevia et al., 2017). [F]
i}, Patro. Haman(2012) LA &z Ebersbach %5 A (2014) 372 H JERFS- SNARC RN [RIA71E 1] BE
ST IR B AR 2], AT L, JERFS SNARC 208 1] RE 23 H BLE SR8 W B
JLEE R (ELAARTT IWLEE 21 TUE (0 ARFR 4o [FIIS, JERFS SNARC N AH AT REHILE 6 & LLF
(LR, FORTEART AR PR /N ER 2 6 5, EFXfiX—p, FRAES 24 71 “4.3
AT S R R AR5 PRk AT T 7S, “AHIE TS H ORI S MR B A L 6 5, B
SRAZAEIS TR 2RI I B3R5 SNARC 245, 15 H BT IEATE £ IERS SNARC 0
REAET 6 2 i LR T, HAHFFE4E RIEUHAERF S SNARC R85 R Ik
FEJa R, AR 73 0] DL EE /N AR IS AR B0 UF R 5 SNARC RIS AF 84 i 7
HR, EXPIF SNARC 208 AT B BoA AN E A ZINLE], 8 5 R R REA : (1)INA
FTNAEE, fEFH, AT SLIG R FEE S5 5 AERFS SNARC RN HA AN F ) Tl
PEDRI R, 7E55 22 T1“4.2 FiRERST A A BE 0 A1 TARIEAZ X 455 SNARC K EAF5 SNARC
BRI 22 S TG A o, AT 0 T O F 1A R HZAEANMERF S5 SNARC ZURLK
Jed FE TR R A, BIERT 5 AR I W AT 55 AN 75 B0 77 5 BCE g AT SO T, TR E
Bt HoAc Rl 2s A) {5 B BEAT I T (Yang et al., 2014). X375 T Proctor 1 Cho(2006) 1 14
Rt ERS, QAR RF5 B0 A s (8] R0 T nT g 2 R B AR 1038 SUmAnTE 3R, wnxd $w i T
ONTEECR” BB SRS, XPASIEEAT A7 8“4 BB XURTS, AECE TR N
(A5 25 (B R AE R XS B “ A2 [ — W28 7 S sS E hx BE <K [ — iS5 2 [ 3R AE
HOR R A7 B — AR AR T EER, RS FEUTF S SNARC AN R4 . BARIN S, “F
TERE ST I PGE B Bhay 4085 PO R XA AEE K IE 2 T 1S BV R, G BRI
¥ (Yang & McBride, 2020), HAF 5407 Tag I FPIE H 2y 44 e #H TX 7557
KB ME S R R &) 2 MU R RIS AR 2 s s B UUE NS 1ERE I
HERSY, TEAS —EBIY IS5 RERFMRNES 5 MER, X5/ 55715
IR AE AL, T REAR 7 B DAL R 1 — MR 5 5 RE J1/E LRt (Escobar et al., 2021);  [FEIR
BT R INE S0 BT 348 DB B gntis (115 & 454, IF AP S R F5 2B &0 1Lk
I I 7R E 15 B, DME AT i) @R v (Noel et al., 2003) 7 (EARTR] W55 23 T (AR E5 )
LRI, fF5 SNARC SMNAEANFFSEE N LI EETH, 55182 HRKER, JF
HE RS ] BRAEfE R R
@A A FI R R AEMAIERF S SNARC R & it FEH prle rIVE R, BIFEIERF 5 4518
FIBAT S, S RIE S B A RN E, 75 B i — e i 1) A AR o B 1 0l o 2 A )
W o T A0 23 B B 70 T LA 24 Bh /AR R A 25 (8145 B IR DG RISk B A« B8 PRt 2 s PR 1)
B, UHAE T2 B, BEMTSSE5HOUHRILE)FRIIGK, A6 15w Ak
Al RE 2R — Se O SR SR AR TR AR AT 5 R R, il i EDW A o SRR, PRl R 2
/b(Yang et al., 2020), JE TR FIAR T R/ N2 B IRGE H H Bl ioE FL SR AR B (10 38 25 (8] 7
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@)\ R E R ML, DMERF R, 75 B AR 5 207 i s 0 i 8 IX ek
AN, RSB0 T3 A2 b 2 B0S A [R0R 2 E[8], T AR5 507 n L R AR 2 B A ]
Fii 5 A7 L [7] (Peters et al., 2016)” (FARR] WA 22 DU (6 74K 47)
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HRA2EL:

A FAEAF TR EXTEG 1775 MEHERF S SNARC 208, KILAERFS SNARC 2N AE
6-7 %)L O WL, M5 SNARC MMNAE 8-9 &)L FRHIL, IFHIY5MFENHKR
ZE 5, UIHAEZEAY) SNARC R H IAEAN A (R AR R OB . Rl — B, JFA=hEdE
TR AR AR B AR A . FELERAE b, SOdE—IPAE 8-9 X SCH S A LB H Al 1B BRI
T, RIMAFEFINFIRE I ANE SNARC &8 BA FE, Hrh S iE6e M &5 1E TEILZ
XIF5 SNARC 208 PR FH .2, 2 [E] e ) AR 2 18] AR IR IZ X JERT 5 SNARC 240 i
MR . Rt &3, BEIEY, BA —EreiEtt. B0 —n @, s

BR 1 ATE PSRBT MARAL Fe B sl vl 5 Xt L RE 71 (Tosto et al., 2014;



VanGarderen, 2006)s - o o o X —BUEN T UM A AIRE 1 AT REAE A SNARC 2B fEREHL
i, ER5IH 3L, HA G —RIEWRTREAHIE, TR MRS DR R R AN T3 AHC
[EIRZ: JEH L RKIMERMER . X —Bh, AT SRR ATE W 8, BA S
TSI RAERT S SNARC B4R, W RBAEEB . R — B, AT A E g5
SNARC R H 755 SNARC UL R, FATIIH T 3 ik, H— IR TS [\
REJIX A5 SNARC RS HA 22 I TINAE FH . R 9 s U0 A 23 18] B2 71 5455 SNARC &%
N2 B HEAAELE R . A BB AE Ui B AL 25 (B B8 71 5755 SNARC SR [ R v e AN Ko i
JE 51 AL BE /75 SNARC 208 H HERT 5 SNARC RN 2 [H] (1) 26 F W] RETE N 5% .

ek, FATEX — W8T 1583, RATE LR 7= EE 5755 SNARC
RN 2 [B] )95 % , Bachot %5 A (2005)1iE ] — % 2 [B] 1%, 1 Gibson %% A (2016)#1 Viarouge 4§
N(2014)E ] —# 2 [MIAMH G . BEJG HIA M 2 (A58 1 5 ERF5 SNARC N 2 [H IR R, If
BraGn T ek AL AR ) SRR SR E I Tz ) B W OGN S S, R
SNARC M2 $0E I T EZ 51 (Imbo et al., 2012), M M 7E i S IR 2= 18] §E 1 7] B
XTERT 5 SNARC MR R A EEAEH, BARRARITS GE400RE 1BEHE 5L
Bt 3R 2 BUE (e ARER )

DB RIRTMEEEE)I 5555 SNARC bk R H, 45 F A 5. Bachot
£ N (2005) K FHEU 7 LU AT 55 % b T B ML 23 (Wl B SRR 9 0 )L 58558 9 5 ) LB 2 [1]
5 SNARC R 22 5, IR 2% (8] B JJ 5B ) ) LEE A7 E SNARC 28, (H¥8 )L 2
Xf IR B B SNARC R0, RIS [F] BE AT B2 A5 SNARC RN ™ A ) — A
TR R AR, 75—t A HEAR T M6 /1 5755 SNARC MR &R, AR AR I
FoRBk. B, Gibson A H: [R5 (2016)7F 6 & 8 % ) L # A b SR R AE 1 Bl L AR 25 A
PRATSE R MK Pl JLE TS SNARC BN S EE IR R, 45 REKWILENFS
SNARC 4508 55 10 2% [ 68 77 HH AN i B 0o BE T2 6 70 2 IRIAH DR B Ak 31 2 3 /K ~F . b4k,
Viarouge %5 A (2014) % F 75 73 4 A Wi AT 55 Ak L AR 75 (8] ge 7 A i) = 4 O B e % 5 17557 5
SNARC RN RN B ANAFAE 2 35 AH 5K

H AT AR A T AR A 2 A Re /1 5 9ERF 5 SNARC SN0 R, (HA BZ W LRI
TR B I FIAERF SRR I T R O6 &R, filln, Zhang F1 Lin(2015) B 7t 45 5 B
2% [B) e 7 H AR s T DL S5 I L 11 A H S RS 5 R RE . sl Yang %5 A (2020)
WIS 104 224 LHEAT AR — 4 BB BRI 70 G 0 R A 2 R) Be 0t o [ 41 LI AE R 5 20
TR B IE M BAE R . mAERF S SNARC RN A2 38 75 5 3 i 1 /) 2 5 i
(Ebersbach et al., 2014), &t A LLAEII AL 23 (8] 58 71 ] X JERTF 5 SNARC RU3 1)& 8 B &
TAEH.
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