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Abstract: Paraphrase, as an important teaching approach for teachers and an effective practice method for students,
is widely used in foreign language teaching. Further developments have been made in overseas researches on
paraphrase in recent years. By conducting a detailed literature review, this paper demonstrates the development
trajectory of overseas researches on paraphrase from 2000 to 2020 and explores new research trends and prospect.
This paper finds that the development of recent overseas empirical research is balanced in the field of linguistics and
the interdisciplinary field of linguistics and computer science, while the development paths are different. In addition,
new trends have emerged both in theory and practice research. This paper aims to open up avenues for further
research on paraphrase in the domestic academia.
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AMABIRH R E L AH N T EES P, S5 UL R, al LR R SCROAZO IR0 Dy
FH 55 T B AN [R] Rk i B 5 S0, RO & —30 ZRIBATR) 5 T 3

240 N SCHR B4 {0 1] paraphrase” , AT H SCRHEAT - (a7 (B, BT/NER 2012) |
CHOOBE ST (B 5T 2013) HaR” (KFETT 2015) &, LT LR ER A SO HPR AR,
T, R BARE Y T H] 5 T B ) AT AR X — R HE B IR AT, R S W)
— g RGNy AR, BN A TSR TR ) S AR AT R R DR A A AT BRI
BE” . U, BOR” iy B0 S EAR R T Rk Oy SN AR AL B AR AR RN T H Y I A AR
M, B, BRI AR SCE X —2, HDOWE B S s S LR B E R, 25
b B BT BRI AR SCH: paraphrase PR« B L ASCIEFRISHRT I DL B 0 ikt
TEFRRE LR AT 55 15 DA S SORE SO R XA RGAR IR BE 1 19 18 i 8 i SCAS IR 2K W i
bk g S5 BHPE N LA DK 1) SRR AR BRI 2

3. IEHAESMA R AR IR

[E4h 2000 AEHT AR SE FEEW N2 BIS TR 5 4 FCEAE 5 RE 2000 4R T 5 A 8 8 R 64T
BRI LB 5Y . VEFH LA paraphrase i ¢ 1A] 2000 4F /2 4 4R, & 2020 K 1k, #F
Springer Link \SAGE Journals  Elsevier , Proquest 5§ [El 4N TR 27 (18 SCEHR 4 it Tk &, 3t
KR4 2 5 7 GUCOCHR 16 T, 75 5 7 SRS SIS R 19 30, TS SRR,
AN AT IRA
3.1 &% TR

RSB RN TR PR RO R A R AEVERE TS T IR AR . BR
TRSUESS , 2R E SR AR SCR L, UM 51, 3% 1 $= IR , B
FOOT I CENE JER) WIFERR AL B BT R LA AR, BRI 1 [ SMZ s 20 4
] AT SETEN

x1 ESFOEHEBHR

g T =B HR S HEAH
Gibson & PR 2 | . .
° itk S | B | IR AR Gt X PR S S T
Hester (1999) WEEZER
Uemlianin *%)‘(’ff%(i&g/l\ﬁﬁﬁ ; %%I%ﬁ*ﬁﬁ{%‘%\*%l ”JA{%‘
}fﬁ; 3 '”"Qz ; )‘(
(2000) R o el S
Troutman | (%) Uik 5 oy | | PRAEXCRUA 2% RS TR
(2003) ARG T ) | RSO
Yamada (2003) |  SCAH Jok | BIE | bk TR SRR L T T
Keck SCARS T HME . - Y .
g CEGEHRE PR R L
(2006) (%) g | T | ey | A AR
Keck SRS B | | SIF | SRR MG R 25
(2007) (i) bR T (mm) | et
Patson et al. 4 SEEAN
on et i I o | R | ST B R R R
(2009) (Gihs) FrifE 2
Evans ef al, e R P I T R T R
(2010) (D) % ST e
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(&%)
5k
Shi SR AT 2R R B QA B SORE SR T BT, R SRR BE 15K
HArlb Kk [(HE%E) ;|
(2012) (%) " - <i; BRARAE 2 ARBLT AR B4 %
i
Hagaman et al. L 1 N . RAP(Read, Answer and Paraphrase ) % S5 W () {
DI e | pie .
(2012) SN e T R A R
Davis (2013) SCAR ST Woed: | BAE | RS R BRI R I B S AR
Hirvela & Du | (~%2) 75 84k " GAE | R T AR SCRYBRAR | A O L E e AR i Se
(2013) i T g | R R A R X
Keck SCARG T [Epania \ﬁjfﬁ N " Bk
i IR RS EE R RER
(2014) (i) s | | gy | e
Chen et al. ERi - | ETIERENBEY T EABTREIMEEIENE
KR | BIE N
(2015) T K3 fEfE
g
Setoodeh A(E BRIUEZE | " (ifﬁig/ FAKPEERBE S, MBESIETR UM HEZL,;
(2015) Vi - 45 2 T X KA S
A5
Tan AT CE N I NN
: 1 2815 BRI E S B L RE
(2017) (D) i K | B | LIRSS IR AR E A R e

TSR MIFIE T WX S AT 45 2A =y, X B 16 TAFSE AR LT

3.1.1 R

AU 16 WIS, 7 WUk FEE 5 G U5, 5 WOR I E 85 2,4 BUR ATE T
2.

SEPEE G ITEIITE 7 W, 455 B i 6 R U 1R SOAS Y 2 1 40 B 42 i R S
R ERITEG A 3 T R S AREZE AT 22 X R ROk Bt o A i
b AT AR LB VRAT 55 BRI R SO B0 . S 1 SEBLBT I 3 A (1 Ak, SCAR 93 B s R
17 7 dmh Ab 2

SERBITE 5 W, E AT i e A 5 25 SRR A T S A A, 3R RS SCTE A [ A4k 1)
(1) 26 57 BON T 20# ARG MR, T R 36 R (8 Lo e L4 e O 7R SV A b 38k, dnsd ok T
ot AL T RV RO B ST BT R T 50527 A 5 (R R Chen et ol 2015) , LA BRI
T B K AV-2 A R SRR B o iy AELJRAT: 55 2R AN TR LR RY A 2] ( Setoodeh 2015) , LAY
5 38 3 A5 R L 150 BH B SC AR R A, 4 Hagaman er al. (2012) 38 i i 45 %807 16 158 BH
RAP(Read, Answer and Paraphrase ) % Wi o 272 A= 5] 13226 BLEL A B 2 )

EVEWIFE 4 T, KA Troutman (2003 ) A1 Hirvela & Du(2013) A 2WF5T, 4334T T 151K
A R EYE, Troutman(2003) Xf 5 24 K —Hi A AT UIUR, 1 AT THEAE 22 5 4 b X Jil SORE
AL RIS SRV . Hirvela & Du(2013) PL# ARGAEREE PRI A P 2R xf 4, kAT T
AE BAERYIUR, 7853 T AT TR S RN i i B S R ORI S, A
TR G538 2k SCA G B, 53 391 e B A 36 TR e S22 0 HE BT SR 4E 1Y G T A 2 ( Yamada
2003) , B9 AETE S ARAT 55 rh 0y SCAS i SR I B S ARf (8 ( Davis 2013)

16 WA 5 P 5 12 2 R SCSCAR 3 M, o 45 5 0 1 0 A O AIF SR R AT T 4
i, PIASZEARSE R I 234 7 BRSNS R VTR A 75 B AR S SO, 8 BT R Wik G
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Vi I E bR [RIBS PSR A, anah e REAS T K56 | 5 R 7 229381 (ANOVA) Al
Z N7 2253 HT (MANOVA)

3.1.2 R A Z

REFW TSR ARG G B SR RS 456G 1 m 905 5 HRe s S EaE 1
FARMR N EXRELE, FARIEGETR RT3, B he ) RIS ERA T,
e 57 (A ) B, Hirh Keck (2006, 2007, 2014) F Setoodeh (2015) i T B X ##
&, Keck XF—iEM B4 MR R E T T —RIIWH5E, K — 152248 U &
Setoodeh (2015) R T Keck (2006) 4325 58 Z B KP4 e URRBE TR . 205
BT R AR TR SCHY PR NS INURR R ( Gibson & Hester 1999) 5457 5 % LG & (Shi
2012) B X FEE M (Hirvela & Du 2013) , Hirvela & Du(2013) Fl Tan (2017 ) 4351 ] F 34 s
B S T RIS I A 1 E R A B SR

3.1.3 £4 %A

B 5B SRR RE R B A G, XA 5 10 TSR 5L T H AR 55 09, R e
REEPEER G, TR SRS S R, W 6 Wibs, MESEZERE
AR B SCAS 5 T B O 5 S 3R R S S0 SO ANVE S RS RE 1, i ELZE R A A G )
(5 BRI SCAR S X BB R TT TR I R 22 5 AR AT 55 B 2 B N AR RIS i S AR A 558
SR ERL 0 2016 AF#T VLR 25 BOE AR — IR TE = B ok TS SR 55 . A 5 WY Bk
K FRE SUAE 55 ABA 5 K0t 55 VR el 132 68 77 1 BRARG
3.2 & F 5 HAUR AR

TEE T 5IFENLAC UG, AR FARTE 5 AL R & eVt HLas e S TE
PG  HLERRE SCFFE o8 #4082 AL e B S G AR M e e — 20 ke, BT
FHEALRE CH AR B R, vl LASEEL A SR8 5 LA B X, Rl o0 SR AL S HLAR o 4
HETRIRE, 3R 2 HeMEERIT WA G 15 5 R IR R R I A5, BT E S
2000—2020 440 19 BT

F2 HEYGUERE X SSIEH R

= MEEE BT RERH
Green (2004 ) A B WS AT RGCRRE AR RS SO A AR AR 2 R 1Y ]
Boonthum (2007) il S ARG A Ly RN O R S v 1
Bhagat (2009) ) AN SORESC IRMLAT A2 SRR S, A TR B R E
Madnani (2010) 2] AR GIFS RGNS o8 R R 5L, FE IR B B G R
Madnani & Dorr (2010) A B AL REVHE T T EUREK S AR B PP
Kermanidis (2011) A W AL RG2S 5K RS e, ek

Ossorio-Laracuente

(2011) vl W AL BT LA R R SO R U TR

Chitra & Rajkumar sl WS R GEATE X R AR R AR I B S R SR B R R
(2012) o mE w
Bhagat & Hovy (2013) H R, WS A WFSTEIE 25 M XU s 140 A R e
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(#%)
f;l)tz)& Rajkumar -~ Y iig;ﬁxﬁm?éﬁ%m 50% I FRAIE S 40 R AT
Zhang et al. (2013) PO ERL XA R R IR R RS IR R L
Marsi & Krahmer (2014) 23 /R GRS BATE T B TR T LA 2] I URE SC
Xu (2014) 2] WEAE BLRGE LS R AR, 8068 T
El-Alfy et al. (2015) P SCAARRIPE IR PR 25150 SRR B S0
Vila et al. (2015) A WA RGEA R A B SUER , RS R ik
Wieting et al. (2015) o) YU R XEEE IR, RGE A B R M o R A
Thenmozhi & Aravindan . - L RS WA ArEURNENC S S RO R R X R
(2016) vl Tk Ak "

Al-Smadi et al. (2017) P WX FRGEH T T A e R SR SCAII 4
Gupta et al. (2018) AR GIFS JE B AL B R G R bR

SO ST IS R T REE SO T 2 A T, % e 19 AR SR AR [FIRE AT

3.2.1 HFREA

TR XA BRI S Ao e 2, B SO BORIESE 10 33T, B IR 9 9 30, JEFAL#% B
PROFSE 00 B THEEAIUAT LA SE B W) SCia] Fnim) 28 2 e | /m) A8 46 55— R 9B SCAE Ak, 38 i i
SURFAE S RS FRE S, [l T AT Al SCA B B e FR 5 Tk th 3l ek il ik
THRAMLAE 2T B S, SR IE U AR R S, IR E A TR IS IE R B

3.2.2 EEHAERETF LS

19 T 5T R T AN 038 5 FRAE DEA TR SURIF AT, 4 BEOE 5 G/ K 18 X2 ks
VR,

T SCEE ) 14 ST LATE SO 48 i 5 REIE i e R PR IR R I R
IR BT R T AR T ORI AR R AIE S8 IR SR I 2 >0 R A i, 6 b 4] 43 5 400
B CHERAPER R . 40 Chitra & Rajkumar(2012 ) 6544 18 F 3R] 38 SCHIBIPE 73 A [l R
FIHTHEHUAR PR AR UFE BE MR, R 50 HL A% 1) 20 Bl /m] 199 R X i b TR 1) 8 PR 2 =2 [) ) SCAH
IS, RIRHAIH S B DE R4 R« 55 T < T < 8517 =28 MR E T ROURHIE, T
PRSI R ML, AL, 78 ( proposition ) T84T 19 5| A it — 2532 85 T B LRI, 10
Green (2004 ) K- & A M B LB E T 48 45, Boonthum (2007 ) 384 il iy 7 73 24 4 w55 ME B M
A S IAS JE A 22 G An el EOR R AR SHENT & SC 28 11, W] RE T 223 i a) 8] % 454845 A4
AESZER,

13 TFFE ST T A iksd , LA R SUTR B2 LA Sl 3L A ) SRR )2 36 J2 A T 25 4 254 MR X
) J2 TR BRI A Y SRR Fe A BB TR R BN M EE . BOR ZEm e TR 2 45 H s
ANl b B AT B R R SO VRS TE IR G , AT IR SC T 4 R A3 R
SUZRNCJZT Y, 40 Gupta et al. (2018) 5146 T R G0 U 18 TR LA, B4R V5 4] ) =X 34
KAk (OB A B A ) £ TR A5 DA IR B 509% |, TR TR SCHA (B AN
FE T HAR 220 AR Al th 32 BRI BRI T LA 325 0 U0 25 L Al 4 b — IR S BB S
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TAEAABIAE 5 URTFE A, T 245 G HAt R An g B SCR B, F2 2R oA [R] SRl e AR
BRI 5E3E 4N Vila et al. (2015) B2 TR SCHEET IR SR 19 8 RN, it T
RSN, (HURRER U 2P &, i 20 I R AR 2, Qe i S REASE SR | BiE
BRI G55

4. ESMAREBNE

4.1 2 Ed|

i HEEE 2000—2020 AR [ESNFTATHFTE MR, ASCEES T HHE R 11 19 A a3 JUHIE XY
— EBOBI AL & — 2D B RS 2R B iiE =N

4.1.1 EX

ATHIREFER BB SO SR A = 28R 17 152 3L (Bhagat 2009 ) ; 3 5 5 A9 A B¢
( Hirst 2003 ; Mel’¢uk 2012 ; Madnani 2010; Ossorio-Laracuente 2011) ; #F38#& H & A& . 55
e H M2 T 28 X EAAZR (Uemlianin 2000; Keck 2006; Xu 2014) ,{HA X Sl Y50,
INA W B A EAE & . Yamada (2003 ) TAA R U X SCAS HERf & SCE G 1 3 A, 5 S 4k 2
BHEMYURRE ), BT 2B RS 5 2= B0 BU5E , Bhagat (2009 ) 1 Bhagat & Hovy (2013)
B2 R L7 (quasi-paraphrase ) , BULPARTE & S AT F50RI4L, Shi(2012) AR SCRTENE
T Ak R BR N XTI SCAR P EIR B . 3 BB 9T 38 R SO T IR AR R ER R YR
TR, A < YRS MR S

4.1.2 %

VIR U R ECR =Rl 3 2607 X — R IR SGE S 673043 . Madnani & Dorr(2010)
P 3R] R ALRA) T =2 L, Chen er al. (2015) 321 SRl AR 2 P2, 0 HGR I 1 3% 1) Al
RlliR], = BB SCHRME A 43 . Bhagat (2009 ) £ H 1a] A FA VA PR RE S, 38 4o 3m) VR0 i) - 4544
AR SEEURE L, Ossorio-Laracuente (2011) #1416 B X ([a] iR s m) 25/ 284k ) R i ¢
S FEBNAEY D) MRy, = TR REOR SCRRJE R 43 . Shi(2004) HL# by T — iR M B AE
FR R X (slightly modified ) FIFEAEE X (closely paraphrased ) WIS SCA | {H %A 1R B 58 4 B¢
S

Keck (2006 ) £ H 19 DU 25k b 17 LA 3 R 2 o RAKYD 5% (Near Copy ) |, 1% B2 B X
( Minimal Revision) ,H RS X ( Moderate Revision ) 115 & B¢ X ( Substantial Revision) ., Keck 7E
5T PR FHR AR 2 75 B B R A5 1R 4H (reporting phrase) /] F454 £ 3iA (unique links) A1 3CF—
M #2iR (general links) . fib [R5 5E T 223808 X (attempted paraphrase ) , Bl G /E#& 288 T 8 C
ARFEATH BT R D —WRR T F B2, XS BT TR ORI DL, Keck $2 M1
XA oy He A T b R B TR SCRY YA [F]JZ IR AR 200158 R T, 40 Hirvela & Du(2013)

4.1.3 #roE

WFFEE B A A < e SRR E By | SR SOA A A B 78 00, R SRS, (ERE P95 R I
i JP A4 . Yamada (2003 ) S0 SCERUESR HBE 0]« Sf 08 SONIZ AL & A 27 EREA SR
A CHHHEERIXPESORNES? KRR A I8 SO A0S A2 B ] 452527 AU e
TIUA R SR A Al 42527 TRl 43 SCIIAF 5307 A R R LS B A5 WREE N 257 Hirvela
& Du(2013) HH X LEEER], AH NI T ARG,

T, WU AR ME . Yamada(2003) 2B I T H R EEIR, B A db 56 RFAAE 2
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ARG B I st $2 52 B8 SCSUAS P90 R B, B ) R SCAR 483 1 T REL4E (inferential thinking ) B4
TSR, 2E A AR T E5 6 H O AT G 0 T IR SOAR PR (HAF R L
MR S VR IHEWT R 4E . SRR IR KR LY A 25 S MR B I 24
ZHHIE . Keck (2010) FIRF5EA5 3 T 28 UAY & B . 5 1 & 76 15 B BF X (substantial paraphrases)
i N e b e SR R W5 e 7S | N S NG B S N v N YA Bl w5 T R W2 g
AR AR B WIRTERE b R AR 2R e 2 5

Shi(2012) B EEHS 52 T Yamada (2003 ) 5 Keck (2010) B0 A5, , 58 6 T W7 S0 4 % T 8¢ SCHY)
YEFT BTN TE AEHE T AR R Qe AR BB SO R b iy Bt oAy o B SO ™ A sy 5| IR
PRUEHET B AN T 8 SCSCA B AT e, S (0 R SO 4 YA . IF 50 (] I 2 B0 . R SCI), B
BTG WA, SCRHE TGO A7 22 iR SUREA HERTER) TR 2 A1 e kg
FLLORE SOCA 2 5 e B — D SO, WA TS JE AR s ZZ AT i AT

Hk, P mtbrifE, T HITE XS, 1R Z 058 # ( Chandrasegaran 2000 ; Keck 2006,
2007,2010,2014) 72 R4 A s A TR SUAIF ST, FEBI 2B B SCSCAS | Tt SCAS T 5% 5 4R AL 18 A ()
B SURRUAS . BF5E % PH . — 181535 ( Roig 1997,1999,2001) 5§ %1% 5% ( Chandrasegaran 2000 ) )
Ui A= X 22 /b sy b A R B R BE AT FE IR A DA Ry S A5 T B A 2 AT B S 3 A 4k, T A e Ak
AT LAFD 5 K BECF (Roig 1997) o BOMXT T 40 5 BLim) B i A 6 7™ 46 45161 ( Roig 2001 ) , “# 4l
B ) o3 BAED s 22 /0 AT DAz R SUbRIEXE LA SE—

PR, B HPEEARUE . Madnani (2010) 35 1R SR 5 0T PR 5T 2 AG 50 R SCH 32 B2 1Y)
Bt B SCALAGIR) R4 AR 1R =28 e MR 3R] 3] 2H FR) - ] LAAE S R S Az 380 ]
IEERR ™ . R SANBE— IR OG5 3, 228 JERE SO IR A5
4.2 ERE®

2000—2020 4F: 1] [ SMeg A ST K Ji 1) 3 2l [n] Xk A0 18 2802 S B R A5 e e 1t 1 % e S
B B T AT RO T R AR SO BV E T 455 7R SUAT 554 8 i S AP 23 I )

4.2.1 BEHFEK

VEJ T 7 A B 85 7K F- 225K (Shea 2000) , B SO T ASAGE 5 7 B8 71 ( Martinot
2003) , W JEAZ PR IR W 1) B 241 1 ( Donaldson & Kotter 1999) ‘B AN REME #F ] 5258 11 & | 35
Bh & 5 VR BE (Keck 2006) , 7] DL ;#7224 B9 01 & B 1% ( Hoar 1977 ; Bylsma 1985)
2000—2020 4R SURIFFE BT & SR X B AE |3 B0 2 A 8 AR

BYSEEHFRREY), B SCA R 50 I8 SCA A 2458 ) 22 R B 2717 8
(Hyland 2001;Li & Casanave 2012), ‘&5 “HE2 51" — R W 7 2% R 5 VR = Fh 5K ng
(Barks & Waits 2001 ) , Keck (2006 ) 5 3 : B SURAAR 5 AF B 524G RE, B LA BERE S s
e B SRR SCA . Chen et al. (2015) $& 1 HIAS [ 5 B CBCEHTRIRF B X T 5 1
FRH B H R TIER ) F R S RIME R, ok R B AEER

B SO I R B 2R 43 . B SRR ) Bl R AR 28 B T 42 /57 ( Martinot 2009 ) , A 5
SCARHEf#BE 71 (Erhel & Jamet 2006 ) A5 HE /7 ( Russo & Salvador 2004 ) &1 BEAH G, B R BE
A A AT L H 4 1 3 1 18 524381 ( Hagaman & Reid 2008) . Hagaman et al. (2012) ZERF5Y
23] RAP % ( Schumaker & Deshler 1984 ) X} [t SRR FIE HEVERT . IRIEAH =08 Rl
SCARSE BV s BB K EMARNANY; FHACKHIES SIS, RAP REORIFE TF B3
BRI ) o3 SCA RS St Rt v 2 A X SCAR R NN 9 B9 IC 12 . AW 5K 2 A B S 3 )

.7



SNEMR G A E 2022 £ F 2 B

A3 R /NE AR (INEBEYR) | IFICIZ HAE B . Schumaker & Deshler( 1984 ) % Bl F] RAP %% J
SR I SCAE B LU A 48 9% 475 5] 84%

HE TR ORI, TR S R A A B AR B R B AR AL, Chen et
al. (2015) 533 TR SO U S LM, AU At LT T B3R 24 AR B OK A - 384 i)Y 3 A1)
JEE 2 SR R) SCIR] | & R ) 1SR W 32 SR ( Currie 1998 3 Melnnis 2009)

4.2.2 %% MR E

B XA B T AT 55, 28 I SOE Ll i iR st e FR S 25 ) b W & s %
AR RS R A A2 B R B SO T2 A1 F e I R M S 8 — 30y
FE o ABAE R T A B OLT-BCA Wk, AT AR A S AT 2 50 i
N (2 P e TS B

SRR SO A KREGE K BV 2 e N Rk T
SCHY T Al R H AR FEAR 55 ) | JU R M85 . Anderson (1972) AFEIIA S S i
R RRE OOk . i T S8 TR UA) A ), 9l ik gy S ZE A S P R ) 1 S, X
AT 2R R A T TR, TR S i o ) R A Y %) SRR R R S [R5
(B H A PR 2% . Anderson et al. (1977 )/ T HUMITE WA MRS . DRE SCHS il H |, 4n il 5 Jit
SCRE SOMUAS I FA i b2 AR AN R O i SORE SCRRUAS B 18 53 A i 1) B, 3 2 i D01
FER R & B BEIC T b A, EARARME , SCHh ) 1] 9 T A AR B 52 e ik i iy e B, O
A A IR RIS A VR AR U B, B HE R 5 A AT B B 52 PT DA X6 8 Y AT g
P, TEFEENTREER)Z: , Anderson REEEAA] Fas FH TR L, MRy B 2R B FiE = oA
[ /5] TR MU il 5 T8 22 TV R0 [l FBUR IE A e AR 3 17 IR SO B X, Tl iR e 2
T T RS T LR,

Tf AR BBl 280 A R i A0 e ) 2 38 A 12 R A RIS 5 /ST o 11 ol FH 43
TAREYE, R E S HIELAE SRR R R SCHLTE A B ST SE IR TR SRR,
BL% PR B R SCVESE T AR RIS AT SCA 138 5 R AIE  [m] Bsf R) S S Tl A ik
SERRIE PR SRR AR AL AR P o AR A

5. BERHARKEER

FE NIFFE LA T 80 4EAX, LA paraphrase S T, 76 b B 0 MG 2R |, L45 24MNEIE S CF
SIS 140 AR, o iR 5 S OUST T 2 NEIE 2 I HE T B O F 202 0 BURAE FH A
BRI R SURME , SCHIEIF ST AN £ . 2000 45 LUK E AP SCIEAF 5T T 5 e A B P9 iF 5 S E 2R
No

G, RS AR, AR RS 2 AR SME B AR HUE A SRR B
SCRE SCAFAEAR AT, ANAE TR R AL 45 B bt R X4 2 46 () 1 3% A 3 2000 4F LIk
] SMIF 5T B Sk (] N SEUEAIF Y B8 B LA, U Keck (2006 ) A1 Yamada (2003 ) , Hik , %
TESCSE e, it A R IR, 2N AR AR 28 00 A PR SUAR RS SUAS | R 2B R A T R L %%
2], T a3 AR I BRI RS S 45, B RO T R R A A, PR, i 5 2R A0
LA Y i AU PR 58 0 i I 1 WA RS ORI 9 T ik, o B 9 3 o i 4 it T
sl wa, TR R EDUR LEAR SO R A E AR I R RS
AT DASEBURE GO 2 2 A B, RERILRAF T EMLEARA B TR SR A BEFRE AT 55
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BLBFIREIr B9S2 B, 2000—2020 AF (1] [ S B SCAIF ST B BT I R R B 1 R SR 5 52 B A48
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