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Abstract This study develops an analytic rubric for intermediate and advanced learners of Chinese as
a second language (CSL), drawing on multiple guidelines and evaluation standards. Expert reviews and
empirical scoring confirmed the rubric’s reliability and validity. Covering key dimensions such as
vocabulary, grammar, organization, and content, the rubric effectively differentiates learner proficiency
levels and improves inter-rater consistency across both teacher and student raters. Though more
complex than holistic scoring methods, the analytic rubric provides enhanced diagnostic insights and
multi-dimensional feedback, offering valuable guidance for the assessment and improvement of

intermediate- to advanced-level CSL writing instruction.
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B gl%

TR (rubrics) & —FHZUTEE AL N BIFARIPHT TR, B Bk, nT#fE
PR S S, R IEA [ S AR AT 52 2] FH IR IEAT o = (PRAS, 2010; Reddy &
Andrade, 2010; Panadero & Jonsson, 2020). % L ELGEWH RO E 466 /) (NS5 1Eqe 1), IF
R Z 4 )R I8 (East, 2009; Andrade et al., 2009; Panadero & Jonsson, 2013). 1£4; |-,
PR B3R SN T S G M PP e XU B RS e, BE RS 2 i PRy A PP o0 B — B AN
R, (RN ISR PP AIZE A (Jonsson & Svingby, 2007). LRI LR, TN EXKIF
FEEH T HHE B 55 25, AMCE BT 800 1 #5135 KF BRERH S STt R IR R4t
B (Stevens & Levi, 2005; Panadero & Jonsson, 2013), [F] B t5 0] 35 B 52 > & BE A 200
HHE ., HAEGAL, MBIl BAE 65 > oo (Andrade et al., 2009).

FERE VPG, PR EREA Z TS, HlinfE > fE g R BECR . SR A
P (self-regulation), FfHEm%=>]#H %t (Panadero & Jonsson, 2013). £ ~iEE/E# 2%
H, PPN R RN o) B BAERE VTG S ki (East, 2009). 28T, WA —iE51E
TN ERZ T B A MEIR BRI 1, FE P et ml BExE LA 2 iR S b LLiZ I v H
PIIPEAN ok CARARHE . JEEhFe, 2019). FHECZ T, IRESIEVF 8RN H 4% B R E 0t
PSS, DU R SR E BT R (Weigle, 2002). K, A% EIRFE. ## Hbrek
ANRIE T AT AE IR B SRR B3R, AMUBEIR m I MBI R, IR Rt
FFH SRR IHIRETT .

H Al & W SAE TN 2R R HEEIAA (holistic). 47 TiF (analytic). EHFH

(primary trait) MZHRpF (multiple-trait) . Horbr, F4p 0 2 45 5 U8 F vk € 5 1E T

SRS ES], BAERTTEO B, (HEBHRE A RS R, M E I )z 4
7o BRI LT SR B BAAR D R AT PRy, AR HACR &, (EAE DR 2 IR Y
BRI S Bt (Weigle, 2002) . 73 PPN 8IS W E 2 AN EE PR AR, XS 1ERIAS
[FJ7 AT SRV, PR E RS, HRRRMIEER 2 E R, AT K o5 2%
SRALEAR R ZRaE, 2uaer &R S T iR RE SR .

FEE N B SAEMTESUR, 70 BT8R r A @R 7t R b T ol 5, W AR
BEEEMA (E%, 2014; 40438, 2017). LIIHESE (E@, 2016; REE, 2018)
PLRRESE CANRAN, 2012; TReigss, 2022). MHELZ T, BOE % AR 2R
A7 T IR A R -

AHIFFAURE O3 3 ] T o s D0 2 2] IR S AR ) 70 WP B3R, JFx A5
RUEHATINE . AT X BRI RN — LBt 2%, FBHHE & 3 SR TR
FIVEN T H, NI ESGE =182 2] 5 5AERE IR IR
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Z\ Rt
(—) BFILHE
1. FERDOE AR SRV B3R B AL A B X SCARHEAT VAL . AT AT VR4 2
2. MEPPOE R SEN ERIEEWT? e 548 /INF53 01 Z TRV 73 2250 ?
(=) 25k

LRI : ARG 7 7 MAEREEDOEBER 505770 R A KN 1Y
TEBUME S P B A R0 1) 6 IE 52 H Bk . 3286 R Z A TR L B POEH &
55, JCHANE TR S R pOE i SRR R RS ZUR SO AL, e AR K P B D0E 5
213 BAERINAT BORSHERITTAL 5 04T o LEERE 510 BT TR, ANHIE 5T SR 78 s AN AR
& CHMEIN 2 44, LN 5 4 FRA(E 27 £ 2 55 B8, LIRATREZ I A
FVF B R AT SR AR o

VP R — . FE T OF 5 1 75 SR S0 ST RS R ), AT FUade B 1 AL A H sy g
EESERE R ARKN MZE S5THEER T 0 R, 255N 58 . AL 5
PIRDOE E R 20E Lol il s S A, O R i S AR IR S AT S R UM Bt 58 B
MBI T, BRI LR EEHA RN S51P0 SE S 25 . VPP ITF o fed, i Tdid 2 &
PRSI, VAN 7 B A SO BUBYRRAE, 00 i SEPP A 45 B 1) % 8 B 25 4 B 1) LR A
PO 7 VRS .

PRy R T EEREERIEMNE, LA 10 6P RS 59 0ES% . Hb 5 6 hE
FAELL B SR PGEH LW LR, ABP SRR KNGV E ;s 5454
W2 PUE E B 208 Tk LR A, A3 DA EGRIR UM & 1 2 5 rh s S (E R 2L
%, HE&E—ENSRSTPNAR . ZEIAEFR . i EEEEC 8 Z 0 (AiFa %
T4, W6t FWRDMIE22 BRAS B LI G2 BTSN )E,
PR O EAEREAR AT ML VR, DA ORVE 7 il RE R 22 1 5 25 R vl S 4

(=) HFRTA

BERAVMENGEE 7T PN E, 250008 “ VPO 4ERE Re S IR I th S 27 ) F S 4
REJ)” “ S HERL B o BAMIRE WS IEMT 7 “ Ref® T A R PR S E AT PP A S A5t “ R g
FEEVP A RO AN — 30t 7 DAL “ REE TR VP20 ad B8 7 BENE H SR FH U oo, I “1=
FEFEAFZE” B “4=9EHFRE",

AT SPSS 24.0 fE A EZ T TH, HTWMER —-FHER 2, HXEs 2R
AT PRSIREA ¢ k6.

(9> TP BR

AT T NP FEEBY B 56— B B, iR DOE B2 S5 I R St oo T4 5
YERES)” BIHEIR, 455G A SCER A AL 73 R — X SR SCAR TR B 45 53, SR BPPAN 4k
FRCERAH S IR TE . FEICERAR b, WA TR B AR IR e & YRR AR5
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BB BTEEIN ERIHATIOE . 15, 0 7 ARG 2B AR N DOE BT XS]
UEVEA B R AR REAT FI, R ST L. BTN SRR X el WO R AT I 5
o ARG, H 10 ALVES GUE S SUS PP S0 7SR AN AR 1 SV SCAR AT VR4
FEN G R SPSS X VP4 45 Bk AT — Bt by, DAIRIE B R A5 0% .

=, M ERNWE

(—) TN EENHE

FARMBOLT, PPN RIS LR N 515 S B O — B ART, BUAIE S AR I BALE
AR GAEVR A A S bR S RS Z Pk (Knoch, 2009). [KItk, AHBFAAEL Jin & Mak
(2013) BIBFFL, Mo (PUE KPR bR -5 1B 2R AN (1996)) [ FRIGE g SR (2007))
I BRypl i 28 R K 492008, 2014 rv.) ) K (IR SCECE A SOKSP AR EN(2021))
SEPUHE ZABRHE SRR NHAT 7L, SR A T S RV REE (R 1D
FESERBR AT IR, FRATTA I LA I 38 o T 0 — D A . — S o S A A S
HUERTER TR . R B AERIERRAE SR B NNV AR . = RAETRETVELE S PN
FHVER: DU A A BT ENARIE. ASHE O IR NSRS -

& 1 KGH B R TN RAE

WHEE | THRE 1996 AR 2007 A 2008/2014 A 4 2021 EH A4k
HF AR V ¢
A V J J ¢
I L& N #
R v \ \ y
A V J J ¢
T [aae X 3 3
FFI L4 J v
BELY | BREER V J J ¢
AR | BRAE J J \ \
AT V d ¢
A & A V J J ¢
i xR V J J ¢
UER ;3 J
HAUE \
EE M N
B L& J ¢

RAFNCAGARNE, Hymes (1972) K HANAZFRIE 5 BEI M E ZA Ay, R IHIE 12
BRI (PEIERIFERER) TPRAAREANETTENE, WEiEAR. 15
5SS (R, KR, 2018). SRT, TEiBSES, WA= A0
MU AEERE SO, HMECLEST IR AT EAL ROV bitE, ELNE VP 2 B8 L H b 7 5 el 2 97 22
K. HAAT BN B, #EBASE EIALRR, BEREIEE ARG 6
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AR R R B S EYIGRI B s S5 RE 070 H . ik, & Frir iSRS E, At
TR ARG AR NN R

FESERNE T, SIESEPM Il EEPE . KNS bl i BE 8% &
ABFFINLAAIL (Kennedy & Thorp, 2007). AHIGHFFLHEH, MVGHETESE AR % S5 EH I
X, HAEMIE S M PRIIAE (R, 2013). Aid, RFIEL (2018) WA, “HIEM
07 AN TRV LRSS, ARAE BARS VEAT 55 RIG R . RS B IO GO R R DUE AR
)%, HOERERERSEMG, BTG (B SR CEHAYEE iR B 5,
WA TR BAMBE “SVERNE” ME VP 4ERE

RTAETE T2, CHE bR b SCEOE H SOKP S5 Gobm it ) S5 A U ) 5 /o B2 A P B
SRT, SERRBE UKL, KREH B IFEEET R IZIBERE, X0 Ret B g el
G RGMEARAH R (FEH, 2012). BAL, TSR EEHCEG 8 M E R AESPE . f)ik
AN T A, BTG IR A B E AR O B RS o 56T 2 S BRI 2T
R FEARMAETE TN EESP 4 E, DU G bl T F 0.

KT B R BN EERESIVPAN, 2 FAIAAEE 7B A S (1984) FI5K 5 4k (2009)
WA, POE ZABESEBCE M E B IERILG Sy, FIbSERE B AR S RSB L,
WA TR 58 HARSCRITT . JR1, IRk 2 Wt 7 H ad it iA1E 5 RS WA B R LRSI
(3£°F, 2007; Kuiken & Vedder, 2017), Ay 252 M &5 1 50 i 55 20 bR 2k A i B 2 4
o SCRKOT (2007) #E—2B R, ARVEN TR TR TT . BT S ERRE, JERAR
PSRV E bR tE . AN FEIESL AL b, Z5& 5 0 1ERL, XA BT T ik, RAEDAL
SCRICE SCFI A AR, FEMOTR IR GEAU0 . MEHEWTE GoAtD, E5MHE
FN5E RS T T AT 8, S S PPN (AR P S IS DD 1

g LA, TN ER,. DU SCRVIESHESE, FF45 &AW T R0 Sehr S ER
W, WAWE T AT SEPN BRIV 4EE S ORE (W3R 2),

k2 FHERGTFNEESRE

ey BTy BTy
e
.
A s
e
5= s
e B %%‘% 1:1/2 /Eﬁﬁg/[‘i
Rz e
RS e
ey e
g
! s R
L EAH GRACO
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fFxns e e E GO
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AR

.
(47 RIER, PO

(Z) FRIRIBRERK

A G ARG T BB R AN SRR I . B e R oy . ETCR I, PR AR RIS SE
R BEAE 5 & 9 DM IRIRHMEE RS (Myford, 2002). North (2003) AN, k4 ik
JBIX 532 2] 4 B J) K- PABRAE PTAT P RS2 MABLE 23 ik, A EE 2, Lalim
PR HESE o BT E BRI B AEIESY, Knoch (2011) $RH, 4PPM ot GL4Ed T e 1K
T, ZFPUANEL O BT AR AR E N @M DOE Y I#F, VPSP YR 7
PU/NSEL,  FRad i A A IR N AR A .

H KRR REIRTEIITE 5 MG RIB TG 5 RE 1 2R S B 5 5 P05
JERICEEIN R, thoONEEERBARAEE /1508 (Knoch, 2011). FHIRE M RIHELHE STk SRFE
AR 4585 =Fh 7 o SCHRZHEIE A PG 5 Re JUbnitl . 20 KNP hn e S kL, E LA
TR SRFEEIE I [T 2 21 F PR LSRR T RS S W & R eih 450 H
DA S B 75 5K 4 5 R 15

AT FE LS A SCHRIEAIVE Sy G488 5 AR Bt aR s o A8 SRV (i R TR, N (R
MR MBFAERM R G, AFFFBRZSE T IR RAREYERDUE 1B RN, ERE T
FIFE S Re IR R TR IS EN B R A — S R, RO s
PGVERE I HIRIR . | XS SCERINTE 15 SRS G AR S BURE, I BT s oK
SRR AR IR H AR WA EESRAVEA Fabr A A 5 B IR o 38 3 bUOT I 28 Sk b A ) 46
GG ERe IR S 0T, AHIE T A DU Z W TR BLE T b = S R KCE IR O s,
NG R MM IR AL T RS AT AR . BTN SO R s RS T DUR
MAFFEAP T EMNAIITRS, R SCRIER AT 2, JLIE 135 %4
BAE . HIEEI, PP R 4B RSO S AN RS T 20 S REIATE, TERLEECH 155
SRR PE

TR E R, HARSERFTAERIEIEER (FE%E. wmld, 2017,
North (2000) 7 ¢ BRIHE S LR ZFEHE) (CEFR) TR, FRTER B4 UL TR RHIE -
MIETIHIR S > H R ), BRIk, AN BRI, BERBRIEE L 155 NIHMT
G, AMEFMRRAE: AR T ARHA RIS, 8 TR . X2 5]
STV R R G R REIE .

BT FREDR, AN TR M RIR BT T Ra b, AFESERRE . EEANEE
i BB KME [R]— S5 AR o SRR DU SE LRI 53 FH 2 21 3 B SERR SRR I, 5 AR — R P
RIS IR BT

U R RIR A4 (BNET £RER) (P ERER I FAZ L) (ACTFL BAEft /) $ AHK) (IELTS 5 4EiF4547£) (TOEFL
iBT BAE IR 4REY (B FiE BAE IR ARA) ( KRFHEW, SABEEIFLRE) (BREEE LW, NRSHEENIFAE) T,
&k % T ESL composition profile) { TEEP attribute writing scales) (Weigle, 2002). {iXi&K-FH X (HSK) BEitnink) (&
7, 2009). (HErHEEIE>EER) (KoM, TEE, 2022) AR (UEF KL REINFMH) 5.
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M. EERR
(=) MEWIE
WL 5 A LI BOTXAT ERBAT M SR I E, 2 —FE I BA R ik, &
WHREBIE B BAA F E AR DOEHUTHRE RN, 2 58REIESEIT TE. ©X
NHCRIRIA RS 58— O ER . I ERABIERE, DU 8 RiKIE =R
MIVESCREA . BRI RBH S W28, WA IS T BRI, IR th o il
AP B T I AR IRVESE R, T AL 258 S 55 R B (B Ak L FRr st i . L 50
FEZ TR A, MPERE AR TR IR, IF &S A B BIHS . L 5B
B R B SRR T — B R TE AL S B AR R, X LY O
ERB T BN
WRIE L Z NI BB AR, ST B S b e 2 038 3 Fs. Br “T5” 4b,
ARVANE H I EES T 2.5, BWRZHIERNZUERARINT . A1, £ “fRif
PR IR T, B BOMR 0 W #538 — H P R LR, MBCBARAPE SEANAE R 2%
735 Knoch (2007) 845 11, 70 TP B R AL Sl A A AR AE 75 ZERNTE 2 I (8] 56 77
i, AU, SOV BRI E RO B, B SRR LRI, PP R i b fe
&3 WM ERKES T

AR H1E PR
Tl: REFMRBRFIETERSD 3.714 0.452
T2: 4R A E R E M 3.571 0.495
T3: [ LAE 4F o3t iR & 5 E SAT IR0 A AR 3.857 0.350
T4: ¥ LIRETFL B ERER—B 3.286 0.452
T5: " LLEMIFs LR 2.428 0.495

BEAN, AWFFIE KB, AN ZUMAE AR FIE SCUPA B8 22 400 B o B4 30 3t 47 B AR PR
o, BUNAE R B B . MBS , r IEPE AT T 5 B E R oA R . R, anferdi
F o TN R VR 3058, B2 5 et A B2 7 1) o

R LRTR, AR ER B AR SN ERE .. E@RIE Z/NAE I 2 )z
M55EEE, Bl T &AM ER (IR 4.

k4 HEENIE_EEEITINE
—REE | ZREE | ZREE ARG R E
AFEAEETHEREL (WKiE. JiB)
SHERAFYERAELRMyEERE, PEES
QEEGFAEMER,FREAL, A—<FEZL
- | FERW S A EMIEL, A% EES
BEEE 4 BRI EH, A A#IR
3N EH, FLEEICHER
2 EKREH, AREFEILHER
1 A K EHICER
15 % BN |4aERsMALRGR (WEEAH), WREH

Bt
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3UFEARKREAN KR A ATFHRAN, PARFEE
2RRERAE R HERE (WEHREA), HAE—
1 ZAEAAR, RZSHY

4 B REMAER, RAFEEFR
3RAEH, AL BIEEBER

R \
2 HAORT, BB S ERBE
| EABEESE
4B SR, REABEHF
g5 | mgu | 3EVEW, HOEEAF

2EAREH, FREEANT

1 FAREHAT
4 FFRERER, FAAIER
3RAER, AL EXAER
2EAREH, HRETGAEIR

1 FARERAEIR
4B EZHEE, BREW, EMEE OF kil FRAKE
HEAE)
A R | 3 EMBONEN, FAMERERTE, PHRARETRE
2EALE, EVNRHIITKILER, BERTHHH
RESEN | RZHR B, FMTRE
4ERASMEETER GHFl. #3, &7, RIE%), T0RY
3ERMETEEBEERE, ENMEXAR, EARY
2REEERA e (W, RIED, HFELRFA

| Rt 2 HFE R T, XTEEBME
ARETE. AR, RAETROEHETRE E A
3MERIEW, THAREET TR
2EEAURBMREMS, FATH TS

| RAEE, WEEHE, THTH
4 MAAH, RETR, ZBFH
3URARAA, wERAL, MIRAETTR
2REAR, BEIESR

| RERED B E, BERATRIE
4 ReTRES, AERSENAEER
EHFRR | BEFRR | 3EARRES, WEERRRE

& E 2 RRES, FERS
| AZEES, ARREAEER

TRFET | EHRK

g #HE

(40

EX & (Wit

(D) EERIE

TR R HOAE BEIE 7T 70 PRy 28 (5 B 5 1E 208 WA B AR BRI 5 Gt 2 s,
13 BE DR AP T BB % 04845 (Bachman & Palmer, 1996). HA1, $¥453F A5
JEF 2 4 B2 A4 0T 70 AR A R AR A0S R — R I AT VR0, HvP o 85 R — B,
R 1PN B R SR ORI AN IERRF AL s 17 7038 A FE R [F) — PP B AE AN [R] e TRDx ] — 2R 3
BEAT VRS B — B .

DRI AT T T PN B AR BME B, WEABIACR A 1 R =ik H%, WHRER

116



2025 FE 2 (RE 9 HD WF 5 EH IR+ X#HF Journal of Sinology and Chinese Language Education

YEVEA B BN AV SCREAR AT IV, R AP B B G AR R, 2 bR id P4
FEAR A (8 RMESC, HE 4 FICAUC. 4 MUUess, MFs) S5iF0REA B (6 RIE, Mf
3RIEAC. 3 RS, RIFVEDD . IXPIAREALE S FE VIR o B3R B2
K, W RIF AR A NG FEM, ARERESIPOYERE, FHEIB SIS N 557
Wk, BFARFEEHES RIHTIC R E S — R BT A VR4 R BEJE, W0 SRR BRI P50
BEAR B BEATHRSIIT 22 JFIR S5 . feJa, WEREWUEIE D SR, R R A R 5
(Kendall’s W) 43472 ANIF 1) — 8, FFDABMSIREAR T R05 LU BURMVE 4 51 5242634 (R
Z IR IPR A 75 5 o

FEMEFR A, R AR TS SAC RS WO SCHI R SR, WF FOLE VP43 i AR — & AT
X4, MG —MN—ENESHT. T RER, SO ZE R IR B E WU 5 — 80,
VAR RIEH T A SR SN . BEARIE S (5 TR AN REOLF) 0.886, REmTE
FEFIBTR{E 0.8 (M. Bachman & Palmer, 1996), RHHEXREA RIHEE. D00k
B, B  (W=0.891) 524148 51 (W=0.908) HIE /R RZEmT 0.8, H—P%
E T VP — 8k

55 SR, BOMPES TIPS (M=30.133, SD=0.850) i i 122 A PE4 2 (M=28.667,
SD=2.695), iX—7& 5 Al RRIR T M IT 43 73 SE AT 1) T BRI 2% R, 50 A A b Al L s
WA SR, BOTREAR (K856 (=1.161, p=0.198>0.05) Hox, PLLPED 2 PRS2 7 IEA
B, RPES—FEMIBS T, P ENE R EERAEER, P 8ERKARIH
B — 8k

15 BE A3 T 45 o, ARHIF 90 TR 2 (R PP AN R B AT 5 = VP 0 — BUHE IR D VP o IR 2
BEEPP o 1k Z U400, fERRIE S N A SEIUE m PP o v M 5 — Bk . k4, eaL
SCH VR SCH AR ZE RIEW o — 8 LI R R E ZE R, 3P I00E TS RIEAF AR
G VEVE P EE T S E AR . 45 BT, A TR R R A SRR R A T B R R
BLRLE, AMUES RIFRIAT AT, ORI B Rl 5 Se

k5 W4 RIE— MGt

i 5 HERRHK T E IR E
o R4 0.886 29.400 2.035
HIFT 0 R 0.891 30.133 0.850
FEiTH R 0.908 28.667 2.695

AR, PN ERE ESEZETRMMAH) 2, O 2 TR (Ene &
Kosobucki, 2016). 224 A5 L HF (Wang, 2014) ZEZU43K . ABFR B NH R R
B IE RN E A A% S e N S ETRN ER, BHENESESOTES T A,
SURTHS B 5] IS MR B S5 1ERE ), (i BV S EPIIT R, s S HIT
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i — Rt E . REWL, AT RVEAE - LRIRYE. B, SHESCCRRHER 2 55
TR, ARYERE AR M A 2T, R AE AT & 5 A 55 T AR LR IT 52 A 4
HK, HATER MRS A 28 SRR RS 7R, BUAXERLE I 38 2 R R
UEAh, VR RAEAIRS R 2%, RV E ERAERE SR AR EER, T 1 AR s sk
A 2R

N, RRWEFCNAE SCARHAE DM 5 Geit Iy T EE— 25RO, 7870 M TERL 2 B Hott B 2R
T E B TR, SHAE AR S E A LSRR T E R G E B S E . — U
XA BB ARG 5 ACH A 1 H SRS AERAE: 55— U5, e ERNBIT 5%
P ST KR A o FLK, AR P PR R T N BN A B AN 22 T8, JUHE AR AN R SCAA (i
WROCCS WIS, BORSCEE) HUAF Rl E A R PP bR e, DAIRTHERAE 2 R SRR T 1Y
G =, NP RERNZATEE, B7Er5 I S EH R GAEFRR, REHH LK)
EEH RS SRR, EIE M BER TE, RIS B IR ER IR
MECFF. W, VP RIERE, N RERIVE TR, HaT & E BV 7315 R BAE
ZevPr TH, ARFMANE S F AL AR SE A S E R, IR T e SR N m] AR PR 5 0
MtE. SUEFE, WHRERIRTTREY KPEAR, MAKEAFE . AFRE SR
P3G, DA 98 B R G S5 5, JF N BRSBTS 15 SRS (4t B At (1 SR UE S HRF
Ba, B HEMEEARIARBTRE, KPR S AR RES S 2 T PR EE
Jila), R R AR RS, AT SR AR S A5 R BT B, AT R
S GAMEATR PRGN SCRE, JRFERLERRE FAR AR E R BT, ADUE B S EEEI R
R R IR T B E BN S B R RO

EE B

FIEEZ. (2012). K2 TEE 5 A A B OB B TN R ISR . Z/CHME 35(2), 184-192+220.

T, . (2017). 15 F e 1SRRI R KRS, S E 5 (LENEEAFFIR), 40(4), 2-14.

[ 50 AMBAE BOEA S N IR A S IE KT R . (1996). Kk - bl 5 it/ F R A,
HH AR

RT3/ FLT- 2B 38, (2014). [FERK EH 8 A, A6 AE S R L.

[ 5 LA [ B AT S N3 A 5. (2007). [EERIKEBE T ik, INERE: ST FE B

R R, BK . (2018). HE R RE I F R =R ——IE H B I SRR, H/CHME, 41(1), 91—
100+146-147

. (2012). PUEEBREE P USRI, AP #H B, (1), 17-23. https:/doi.org/10.14095/j.cnki.oce.201
2.01.005

HHMEKIEZR. (2021). EFH X EH B K TR R

AIEIE. (2014). ERTEHF LA VIR G IE P b i 115 50078, FEE R

https://doi.org/10.19877/j.cnki.kcjcjf.2010.12.015

Tyt SLRE, P, 2E0R. (2022). FETIRE VISR SAE R L ERONR KIE. I A7
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