F 1% B s £ b 35 3R 5k BRRY 52 0 41

S

P SRE”

O 24£% & #

i OE: AR FAERGEXT, AR P DS @lE AR AREXR I
P, T EmE] FRKIBAEFEIG KPR, dofTidd A HERTR (LAY
FRR) FEATHRELE, RARZAF ML akegxsrEa, ATk, ALEH
GAEXRIRM—TARARMAFEALEHLAD, FAREZTHBEAF L LFTR
KPR EHRT, TEREALSLFE (LIEAANTAR, ALSFTAL BHA,
Besaigi . AT, BT 5 CRDLT) | RABEEX (LHEARFZEE. 40N
M, miRIEE), Bl LRFRE (AIERFALE, GEF X, BREE R, LIRKE,
WM, FARFE) . SPEB EIIRAR BT SHILRET; LR, RBELEHR
AT BRAF LRt kSR RR; RE, ATAAMLH D, FRERARLE
BT @A, AR ABABEE P DL LT RYGRBET 2AGERER
5%®B T

R AHA P, TRER; Faal; AREZ

FHE /P S0 RS RO A E 2 i, R AESI ORI Ml
THCRZE T = Bt K SRR B G5 FERBRACIECF AL B E 5T, BRI/
All s B AREAIER . T R SRR O BE R R A Pk el i i
ORI (JEHRW 55 B8 UR0) SCBUnT Rk e, BN R R b /il B 1 G

[

w AR B E K QARE LG ITE YN (72302021) , FRMCES. RN, R CE RIS AL
LRETAPII M8 AR
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F 1 UG e B2 H AR T /N Al 4 6
RIg, e T —RINECRMRE I, IR R T
MR EE SRS . B ML (B 2023 4F
&, AN TEMISE G) R ERL R G
AN K TR ) B S R AL, T2 B E T R
BeA AL A% . A A ] e BT B R 7l el X
I, AR RN AR AR BN S R
AREGF TGRS o 7T 1999 AR BH Rl
AL B AR B 4 2 B K SRR R )
il A BRI B S 1 B T Ay, IR A R
P S AR QUIRHE AL /Nl TF AR B
FEER IR ATHE . 2019 4Rk, LR
BUORIA R B8, REMAE LR
A, SAIX Al S BE R BT SR T T4 A
AR S IR 55 o R R Al 3 R TE 0 43 T
b A BRISE G Iy, AR /Nl
MPAE . A 2024 4F, A LR RER T/
Wi 14 7552, Hrp, ExR% “/hNE AT 1.46
TRe Mt m—rpastgl, g
RIBRALHTE . WG RS RALHR B, o
U RAEBUNBORFE AR, RO BEA” it
OFEASR I BT I T 1), R EHR A2
g, XS BB R il #E AT S
BRI, EES I E

JUEBUR SR 1 BEAR WO K, BRI /N
A ML AE B AR Bk A b AT T i i 2 Pk R
B b E b TR, BE RN R
PRE s 55, e DL i A% G R AT DY 3RS Bl T
(), U 45 % 60 KAl 4% ¢ 9K BE 8 42 11 % 4
SCRE, AR Al B AR T R T 37 i S SR 3
B, VEZ /NIl E DL R T R iR e 4
BRAGANR AR AR S E A 35 ST, el i i BR

SCRE . BB R AR 2 M 45, B BB R R
A TG IR, Ay A A T Y R S )
T, EHMEALL “ B A /Nl
JRARNTIGEA . BALEE 5 Al A W5
FRHT 2017 4 3 E K A AR A B
H, I35 58 (W HitdES . 71772103) , 7&
HOEIZIH I, RATECD T W H—451
—SR WHENSHEL, BFRE T ARF A S HEARS
BHEEAN N R Z 8] 56 R 1) 5[], [ )
ST T RHE R Nl Dl s R Y ¢ Fake
it until make it” (FERERRER) A, FAR
B AR M A A A P Bl 35 1) £ 02 B )
X IR A SRS 70 b/ Al B B8 5 R L
HARERZEE YL,
AT HBAR T — RN B S A . R
AU eb AL AR KT BE B AR DG4k b, ACHIE 5T A
B\ 7€ Administrative Science Quarterly ( ASQ ) .
Management Science (MS) . Strategic Management
Journal (SMJ) . Journal of Management ( JOM) .
CEHM ) A (I EIIIR) S 3kt
KRG 20 5 W, s HmR R, &
I X AR W 5 141 BA 5 2 04 & K5 4 7 rh /A
My FEIR AR B A SCESE FI H - (anE 5% B SRR
FRAHFFWH, W HARES : 72302021) &3
TARGFRYHESIE I
AICHEE K B RPEF R A 1w I H F AR
. OBUEEUR RS 2 BB R [,
TR N Al B AR IR 52 i YR WY
FS B ZEANEA ERE (RN A, 4
EA L PER . BRSO BrEirE. R 5
IR ORIERL A (IR R E AR
FRIPE . FIREEED) . B AUE SRR (GLFEAL
39
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W R BRI BARE L R
SEALS TR | AN BE PRI LA il 5 B A B
JEIF; BTk, BUHELRZE BT ] BT B B F
FEHERE S I H SR e, RRHE /Nl
BEIRARHCH T FE R R 7 1] 48 HH ROk R B

= RN B
ALIELET

BT, PRGBGSR, RO R
FXAE K, R N £l B A 5K 8
PR AP | ] R SRR AR, 0 L T I
GEME L A SRS A T, TR R
Al BEUR AR B 5 R AL, R A R SR G
TEMTEE, A B TR 5 i AR A1 5t A BOR 1
Wo GEURA ORI ME S FRARE B X R,
VEF B BB SOk R B, Y ATaE A R F L
Al REAE . Bk SR AR AR 2 A A
AR EE P LA K Rl 9% 2l A AE B 55 R T

(—) Aok AE

1. AN B ——F IR

SETCEER], Bl A Ml B3 5 4 N A 5 e B
Fe RNl B IR SRR G R 2, R AL
AN AR AR . BFR B SRS
RS IE A 2% (Eddleston et al. , 2016), Al
WHFWANTIGEA, MBEFH 5. ATEE LK
N A2y N NG L A I N Pap s e
BT D B T B Z 2 (Eddleston et al. , 2016
Ko et al. , 2018), MAh, J&THEHERDU, 2
HAHE AN E AR A S, SRR
SEER IR R M PN AR CRR IR R R, 2P
b, AT G T B G VR S T X U AR I 5
40 —

Wi, Foo & (2005) & ¥, BXUEHIAMZHE
FEBESFAT 55 AH S Z AR S AN ITAN IEAH G, T
ARHE L P AR A AR AT 55 40 OC Z M 5 AT
M, Zimmerman (2008) F5ib, XFFALL
HIBNIT &, BRAETY 5t BB H R SRS
SRGERBIEA DG, #E— B HF I BB 2 A
PSRl RE AR R B A R R, RIADL A
BAZ AR 5 0 A sl S AN A R R A U IR
ORFR, HET R Al 9 B R AR LR T (X SC AT
& 2017)

Baum FI Silverman (2004) i A& A4
M AYIR B BEA B TG AFN T B AR AE X K
[SES A YNCIEC A RS A B A I SN € A /A
G X T S R 7 /] 71 =R s = B WA
W7 BRFERBL, XPIFE R ER AL, XU
BEON R ) T Ry AR S g e JE AL R A A T i
8 R TRV (40 B s ol 3 43 0% 4 S, [ Sy
Al PR ST 1 L R

2. MATEA—A AL

RAERGI BT RE B A /Al (4 25 BE A
MR BV —Fh, HAb SR ABEIR, AR
TNIMERARAG BF 4 S HF o BN, 5 F AR R A
(2020) &, BURMLECRWIRE, IIAME
DR BT 23 b 2 00 il AR AT 1 AR AT DY ORI
AN, Bz E OFDI il 4538 56 & ik AT
FLBEU AR I [ B Ak S5 i 5, 5 R R,
HBEEAEAKAE R 255G R i AT E OFDI sl 5%
FARHUA IE M 2 m (=I5, 2020), 14k,
AR IR, B Al X 45 RIS 5 s ol 9% U5 3k
B MIFAR R s et R, —iE, BEEN
ZERUBIE TN, A5 B AR E AT B YR 5 e R AR IR
RIEMXR; H—HH, MEREKY K, F

o
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HMZEN RBEAEREAR, 55U BT )
K, P, Al R0 2% FUAE 5 Al B U5 5K
Rz E2E U BSKR (B, 2018),

3. MR —— B R

FHE RS b /IR Bl 7 1 P 531 o 52 ol i 5%
ORI E SR, REFERY, 5RMAMHP
BB R AN & A, PR AL # RS
GEIAY AT BEVE R KFEAR (Botelho et al. , 2017;
Figueroa — Armijos et al. , 2022; Greenberg et
al., 2017), X—IRYHR A LML (liabil-
ity of female) , ZE HIBA G T R ZHIMFFE, $5H
LR F AT N BRI A kA
YR Z RFR Ob-Ffr, T2 &
BN (LB, 2019),

4. BT —F S HS

FTIE B W (affective reactivity ) , Mitte-
ness (2012b) BFFE K BRI 1 AN 15 %
BhTHr £ R IEA G . HE— 2 Bt o A 2R B
AR RN TE AR I B . Lo AL TR 4k S T Tk
NSRRI S i AT 1D N BN
fiett 3 5] ( promotion focus) 4 £ B % 5 Wi 45
550 KU, Murnieks 5% (2016) UESZ AL #
POV DM R YA A B T AR ROR A
P X — 15 5 BN AE AR T SR A5 B 5k
(Davis et al. , 2017; Lietal. , 2017), Hr Da-
vis 8 (2017) GIESE B M o ORI TR IR
BEFRIBARE BNE,  [AHEAR T ARZESTAL

5. A AR IX 53

AT b/ 35T H B 850 RE % B¢ Bl 45 2R
ARELW, F 4 AT PR B
S BB Z a8 P A AE ] (Chan et al.
2018) . 4G, ALEEE U ANMTHE FHRLELE

Sy ¥Rf . IR RS L A R S R AR
B, TR % A KUK KR IR JE B Y AR i
(Blair et al., 2007; Kornish et al., 2011;
Mueller et al. , 2018), Mueller 25 (2018) X
—RIIH T K E W23 E 4 (economic
mindset) . N4, EE A E0EA BT
TR Py i 5 SR, T S g BB E T s XU
SE L) BRARR I 3 BORAR M B B 252 (Chan et al.
2017) . BRI, ADWFGE T et X 4 B 1 B e
PUA, F b SRR R 0 TR e ) T AR IS U
Parhankangas & Ehrlich (2014) 5% % ¥ B 1Y
BT L B w8 BE 0 W 88— B0PE 23 T AT R 3R A 4%
TN B IEM . Criscuolo 5 (2017) & Bk
REEIEE I EREHBAIHE . Ak,
SERIOHE i VE R B AR TR A I H
FIURREE 1 Ot -, T 5 /DN 19 22 A R ] ) 437
B TR B A R 4 ( Criscuolo et al.
2017)
6. “LHIE” 5 “FEL”
AT I, B R /NE A B DL )
i A7 34 23 X B AR B ) 5 A R B OGS
VEHT, 2B MIETE H Z A 4, Kaplan 45
(2009) H:TF 50 K B wl s, 5 a4
M 9 #  FEInE EAE S (“FEET), TR
EHPIA (R . ARk, ArEE R AR
WS, A RAS 5 B8 A5G 12 e /M AR B X
W, TidETi K& (Harrison et al. , 2017), H
RIS, AT RIE, KA AN A1
MV AR R 25 35 X 5 B B 2% 1y RIS J R A T
KRB, Wb, BFRERY, “5m” a2 7%
o7 WA T R R RIS L E/RE, K
T NI 5 % o M 2 Bt A 50 9% o B 11 o e
4] —
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254k (Mitteness et al. , 2012a) . fEIRE =&k
NIRRT By, Bl (“HiET) R E
R R, 024 e R AT SRR, L
DAL (“FEDT) N E S AR R

() PORIBEBEL

L RRH 2

Ok Bk 22 228 B AR R, B AL TR /N Y
PRIRARIBGE W R IF AR B —4E e, R
(B HAFN ) MBI AN 2 CEE,
MR R, HA AR 282855 1A A TE kAL
DRI B ZE S, HBEE TR R py 5
i, 31X e 4y E ] B8 4 i &l ( Gruber et al.
2015) , XRIMBATERL T ARAIARER, B
PRI &, TR 28 50 A0 75 e 5 5 B0 5C 1 7 h
HEHARMHRICRE T T ET S, mahlk &R
IR IS it . UM, Mason 55
(2004) F&HERATHR . XU 4R 5T 28 BRI R AT ¢
NEANR B ARUE: AT 20 I8 Bl iRl
BRI S5FabR, BTN A 55 R
7T IR 43 5% 228 LRI SR A 450 9% N [) P O T 10 55 97
PRI HAH G T XU 55T 2 3, KA 4 vt
NEEE AN E 5D AR G
JE” . Franke 55 (2008) A BUHT T XU $ 5 LAY
1] T 5 3 A M P BA B 53 A B B3, T2
P B IR 45 5% B ALY DU B 3 A1) ol AT BA ) 5 2R
1o Lo I Li (2018) ANAIH VM i B P A7 AE
HEWIRN . FOR LR R MG EE .
M THRA AR K EZE W E, AT
B2 8 1 DF 5 X B 2 5 38 2 RE PR
BN . fEE PR AU LR I i, 2
PR GO 248 BN DR 2% JE A N 25 BT X1
SRV SLIPNGARS ) | BE R I AU S e R e Y
4

A ARG s i 2 A N U N G i
HR = RAR A SRR FI IR FE YR (Wilden et al. |
2023)

2. AR

TR 4 25 DA [ (8 W S FE Hh LA AR R
AR 2 5 e A o I R, TRt AR IR 5
BRI WF 2, S RIEX T A A
WIS E T/ E B (Auster, 1989), Bl 5
DA Z 1] (4 AR B 38 5 A B T 4 v il S R
Al BE 4 ( Franke et al. , 2006; Murnieks et
al. , 2011) . & H Kickstarter [/ 55 32 32 0,
G301 T S [ A Bl S
( Gafni et al., 2021 ), Ewens Fl Townsend
(2017) 4L T RMIAUESE

3. AR ES

B 5 ke 5 3 SR o AR AR A
Al B IR AR IO B, PSR 5 A 3
FARREE By o, HAR BT EUBIE (Mount et
al., 2021) o SR, LA 2342 58 A K 0
4., Boudreau 5 (2016) AT 5 X 24 7% O
SRR B GE BUR BT A  ER R R G T
BARM 38, TR AR B B G, WA S &
PARZAL, IR IEAL

(=) Gl aUF R m

INEE AR

FEMEERETARERAA, WA
FENZXS TNl B AR
FIBRRS (2023) B:THLAR IS 77 5 32 40 52 ma 41
WA BCR I OCHE R, HBFE R, ATl
A G AR Ry AR B I H R RE—
RS EET EARE, KL, 7T
FERYE (2015) 4 A B 5 175 BB 22 5 R A 4%
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PRI ARG, HIH A X X 53 B 5 e S
BB R ), PG | & B ol g 11 558 1 30
Ha ke, ARG (2024) 5@t 7] 4 I8 AF
RS S HES:, AR B A (5 R
fift . TERIBED . IS &G A) JEd A
RE VR A8 A T AE 11 £ 2 4 2 Bl 5% AR
B g Bag i, Pan 55 (2020) &
PRAL e (1400 004 AR 2 1 4 (8 52 o Aol Al
ARAG RS 1 0% M BB, B 8 A AR AN
BERAIAE  (resourcefulness narrative) , HIA1)
A VA 8 AT AR 7 LR T IR S R
REA RS B B Al AR BT ) (Fisher et al. |
2021) ,

WAL, A AL HEWE ) B D32 F R P T
M E A, B R AL 2 RLE Y 3 2 7k A A
Ho HARM . M. MR, OB B
FELRTE 5 XS TS BENE 2 BN % (Par-
hankangas et al. , 2017), 3R BF5T 3 ] 5 19 ,
AU N2 0 A TR AL LR, 25 I R AR
RORRZ AL

2. R

Martens fl Jennings (2007) % 5% % B,
A e A B T X —— 55 B 03 1 1 i A
P AT 0 38 4 DL R BCR AT 1 AR
JE——X R T BT B3 IE 00 . van Wer-
ven 5 (2015) RGN T RN FHTESIEMERIR
AR ALR TSR 2L, B SR ORI
SrRIRAE . AR IRAE . PRIRIBIE . AR IR L
B RUBAAIE, 32 )5 2R 408 TH R 25 AR DG %
FOIATR] DA B4 I %P5 4R B ml BB . X W
SRAE (2024) Gl ERTT R RUE T A OGS
TSR A FHAILTR . A7 Ml P il R A T 5 s

A6 T RN A g% 2 G A VR A, i
RO A AL T 54 s U 52 1 €20 M R %o 21 21
SEAPER IR RO . A, Oo 45 (2023) HyHF
FEATESR Y, BL A AU R b R R
AT Z A SR, et — P m
Fil ot LA
3. B IR
Parhankangas 11 Ehrlich (2014) #F%¢ f7s,
SR G BE AR L 3 BE BB R R IR IR R
—HMER I 5 AR B 5E AT, Anglin 45
(2018) HE—24RM, mAE. SRU. EWHERA
B AR O B A TR 5 5 AR E R IUAFTEIE
KK FR . RESABIRNE (2022) MIBFFEIN X o)
TR RS 5 2 B B KRS 85 T L
il IR S XS REFR T R AR H IS 5 &
JE, M2 AR A KU A B T R BT
4. FLAAME
VLA, A A5 B2 A i SR 5 L
R, EETRIEA AN AR O wE, H
T A EAARYE 5 3 Gk R B S TR U
ik, BEFERW, 55 00 ELARFR BE X8 9 3 3R
HAT W 0. Pan 55 (2018) ESE, A TE
PG V3 I SR B AT S RE AR AR R
15t, Huang %5 (2021) W) % S0P 22 53 76 AU
JRURS T AR B, L A ol 46 e TR R A
AR, 73X — {85 1] 2 T AR AR 1 G AR RS B
AN, 5 5B PRI D - B 5 AU B R
JERUX L, Falchewi 45 (2022) 38 i 52 50 fF 5¢
BB B T X — GO, HA R s Al
R 15 52 AR B AR A G C 1 0 A1 42 i
PR ELFRCR . AR, B T2 a (i
KA. RFEH) B TRz g “ ot A7
43
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TR BCRRESE, MLk sz A (INHEBE
BB W EAAT LLRAR “anfarfl” b £
AL 7 2o 3% — & B B 1Y 52 AR 3 I 1
AR AL T AR

5. HirhETE

BB i BE A B AT 5 AT LA — 28 Al o
KT m AR R T, AFSERE], B EE
Sh T B 1 A A T b R R B T
ERME (& RSE, 2023),

P —BOA K T [ E Rl PR b B
AR, Ye 55 (2021) KB, BUFRA A
S T RA RS AF, Fohxy
AT T30 3 1 AT e 45 5% S B I 1L 6] 3 ) )
tifl—2 Xft, Huang 5% (2021) 42152
FERUL, AT BA R 3 5 ) AR IR <
BT 7] B4 2 AR AR B Ak o AN DR AT B O 1 4

AR T [ % ¢ R LR A T 1 R B — B
45t — 5T, Gleasure (2024) FEFR, [fi[n] A
R4 S TE AR L T ) 3 25 0 2 58 A AL
R ENRERUR IRIEH E 2 MBS 4. 75—
T, —8erE B0y, o B O TE AR ORI T fE
YA BRI FRT, Bz SR AT {F B
( Colombo, 2021; Di Pietro et al. , 2023),
e, KT UK I R AU B AR
AT LASE I AR 55 B9 B P 32, T AR TR A Sy Te g
KWES, R 2Z (Colombo, 2021; Di Pi-
etro et al. , 2023),

6. SRt m

WFRRW], SR A HER A B T AR5
Ui HBUS Rl i) (Defazio et al. , 2021; Moss
etal. , 2018) . X—3RMEXS T MR AN & L
HA R, Lee 55 (2018) I 52 4 23 52 Wi HE 28

(Social impact framing) 4 B T M A6 4 M7 -5k
R BT T 28 1 A 1 ) s DL

(1) HhEBERBER

| A AN 3 o o S AN 7 N A T 95
SN IE G B A A, Had sl
R BB R RN E B B IR AR, B S
PRUnE (2013) A5 A4 45 80 o /N Al A 3 77 2
AT IR AR 2 B AR IR R, Il i i R
FRUESEAA TS . BB RS A @A
AL BT MY SR i BE A 2 SOk AR L A —
FNAN A PR B /NG Ml B U5 R O IE
[154M, Benner il Ranganathan (2017) 3@ if %
BIWESY, e BRAE A A B0 9T Bl o 3R 19 52 ) 4k
SANBT B B AG, AT ER A i R 5 BLAT
“Wegs” I VAL AR A B 3 R A A T
HR, MG 8 hrfr K R T L Si30E i,
HAERZE HFA K" R fein 2 i
TR RN AR B, PG S T 4 B B AR A8 R R A
BAR s Y, WA HIRXT KT B
WREEARET:, PEANAE 4L & A i 3 i AR ——h AT B
ARG SO ) ARG % X R A A A dss”
BRI SRR N R, Mg KT 2
I T R S it 1 4 5 1) e R RE A Al DA
NASA /LA BRI E SR X 4, Belz 45
(2019) KBAFEFrBe, UHHH AT 5 B 5K
ST EAR, FBIR B, A R = RS %
HIMaR s 2, KA 25 5 3015 95 s )5 1
BB, BOR AR R R B IR (R 2, 4
AR AV BE 25 5 AT 9B . KAk, Polido-
ro (2020) & i WA AILA X []— 45T A AN [ R
TRIZ, TEVEAR AT A I I B 2 AN — 3K,
B0 AHT VAL BT T G0 B ] 5 T Y A B AL AR
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FH PP TR AR, X5 2 o

(H) % 8h A5 B

JEE 7 T 25 475 855 DR 2 6 Bk 80 e /N il 9§
VEARIBL 14 5% e AL ) BFF 5 305 4 o AT J 20 3
Elhorst il Faemes (2021) k3, 7¢ 03 3 3¢
b, SRy B 50 PR 2 6 S 220 H A T
A3 O AN = N B2 e o 195 207 /U o [ 2 = W
F PPN 2 23 0] 5 5000 H 7™ A 7T 5% 00, Crris-
cuolo % (2021) [k —RF5EHE L, JERTAYIE
PP 2 7 AR 2B AICR, BRIV SE i Y IE If BT B
P ST 23 FAIR S S F 0 3145 9% B AR
RIS Bian 5 (2022) HWFFEARIERL, H:
7R T B PSR v 7 RO, BRI bR AR R
EWHATRMY SR, PN A Am T
JRERHEGE o XU R 25 T BR PPN A A
W28 520 A Co Greenberg (2021) 5@ i 5245 AF
FERIL, AT 28 9 % v [l 457 & 1 A 1A X [R) A7
PEY CRERIZ SOE PR ) TE R BURE, IR T
I B R R DA SR, kSRR SR, BB
DA b i v 0 R MUY 45 2l A1 8 DR B A R T
—AMEAF TR AR W RF T G, % B A B A
/N B PR AR L BT RSN E

=, EERIFARRR

ARSCHRFE I B 400 H DL BHE R sl
JBARNIIGEA | BAEE 5 A AW
TR, B 17 RS E 25K William Pet-
ty $2 A BEAREIS AR IR T iR, 25 A
PEPEIEREUL (resource — based view) | =5 B BA
HE3E (upper echelon theory) . A 32 2 3l i

(contract theory) . fil E ¥#if (institutional theo-

ry) 4§, RGVEHME T RS ST
MBS HESE . 12 B AE N WA AU L
LA A B 28 S 00 bR AR Al L, AR T
NIGEA . ALK oA A2 LA i g i B4 72
HR N M I AR IR A 52 W) ) L gt T IA
o I00H WA Z2 R BRI, AT AL I 55 3uk i
VAR AL 248 T W BE, 258 M0 JH 2 S5 A D7 R |
IR | SRR T S5 22 P07 10 BH R s
A NS B2 AR 5 Al A B 58 TR IR 56 R Al
THARGEMWITE . TR, ARSOR X PR
PRI EZDF TR A T4
HG, WUH AL PR B b 2 T i )
TR IN B IF R T IRABE ., FRBFE
(2019) @ REBIBFFERE L, PR AL N Lk
A G NPT B BB TEW T R,
i, el # e 2l “KE—a” M
@RS IT LA A F A4 O (8 TA TR Sf Ay 2 A i 28
HAAEME BEFEAR I, R AR 5 81
WHE—BIA BT IR, Ltk Sk
P T PRl 25 BRSO B B R A
Wi R CHE S, MAh, )L Bk
THIET A AR IR Z A1, 3 00 4L
o EX P B AR 2 A T SR ) (A% S i
ULEIPREL, 31X 23 R0 L R A X B HR B
g AFNT, Sy 2 P 2 B Al 2l ke A b
AR BELAS o BF5E R B, A AT g il # A1l
FEFOE LI A N I GEA R A AR 56
SERTLE, RLERERE MBI BNLET B
SENER . WGL RS, “GDLaIENE” R
B2 IR IBCGE IR AR B ) B
Hk, i H A AL A @k R S Bk AL 2 T
RBIRFITIE T 5 e 50, bt
45 —
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(2022) HTF 32 fife A A AR SRl A A B
HEE AL DR, RNFURBIE T E &R
G EE T AR TRy 2 R L AL AE P&
R RN RERT B 22 SRR AE . BIESEAR I
PN TR A S TROUL e AL, 3 o 5 e 2 b
AIBIHL. BB AR W AT D 3, 18 X Ak
FEAE S RIS ORI B E B2
TR TT T 5 i BE 2 AR HL 2 BB Be i A AT
TEZRAEE, R i 2% RE IR T (A [R] A 8
FEHEE, I “INR—28" R
Z; AL AL B AR AR i R AL A
W) 5 A2 -5 T el o 8 3 AT Bl 5 1) B A5 i A
X — i A 16 e T B A Vi e 2 W A M
Pk, WS A BN T A2 Ak AL &
TFR AL AL, % AR B Ml A FOUE S i
HARER R BFIEARAL T Dk AL I A&
ARSI AL, 38 S A N [R] -5 i B2 22 A 2 4l
WFFEML T BTk

g8k, YEEMBNIBER T 467 A T H K
FHE L /AR Y A 357 HE 45 BF B A )45 D rh /A
b, DA 5 38 o 57 B 7 IO A B U AN
JEHATRE S PR P, MRS AR T A
B AR BIHEE S L (Wang et al. |
2021) o X RS A Z— A P E I 55
Bk e RSB AT M 55 B, R, 8
SCR B0 B UM B1FT 5T B A ME R, I8 B¢
FORN GAR B R A W e M) H R 45 5 A8 e ) R
SAHSCIAT o 1B SCR I, MXS T SE A,
SRVEZS m) A AT RESR AT [ R (HIRVEAT
FIRBERE I Al 2R AT n] ] TR A AR R
FGEAS, (IR OO BORASAR . TR ) 2% vh 5 55 07
A, X Le B IRAR AT T AT SRR |
46 —

BORTT K 55 REAE 7™ A A AR 7 PR W 4 A B
552N R, A o S T B E e SR
FBEERN LS SR A, 1830 S Al
5 VRS A T A AT S BT SO BT ) B L
BRI EIRZ ., B2, MIIRVEMS, s
VIR BT (BUNSZRFmEES) X
AT “Rimias BT (RRal 2RI E 2 14
ARNGRMNFHL R “E5k” fe) , &3k
L AR ANE” XA B

PR, WESE AT AR B T LA A A A= T
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