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Abstract: Over the last 30 years, maize breeding technology had advanced in many areas. Molecular

markers, doubled haploid and biotechnology had been widely applied. Many methodology breakthroughs

had been made in maize inbred and hybrid breeding. Here we provided the concise reviews of several major

maize breeding technologies, including molecular breeding, progeny selection methods, transgenic breed-

ing technology, doubled haploid and so on. We also generated a list of prospects in corn breeding technolo-

gies for next 10—20 years.
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TRBg G {0 (Araus %8, 2008; Fan %5, 2012).
N T B — H bR 2 A 5L AR B A T
BBk 32 g 7 b, 0 H 2 3 v TR v I S A VR R
77 A B RO 22 A A IR A LR B RN ROFIX R EE
A B B0 25 [a] 351 ( Hubert 45, 2010),

YEVI & R A2 0 100 Z4 09 K& &, B ALK
2 B BE 5 A R — 1] e i S HER =R G is 1
TP oy i EWE B A gt
2REE AL F R (Moose A1 Mumm, 2008; Tester £l
Langridge, 2010) . EARF M AR AFRIRG T K
JE T I 28 M PR BRI i ok R SR R A
ARG I EASWIHE 5 0T R B o T hR G A
AR UUERLAT AR 25 TEAE s K I Tz N . H 3SR
AP L E T A AR T RER & R AR BR A 4
W A T B REOR JEIRE SR RN E



2 £ ok B 2 20 &

ol 5 A XA A e AR 45 T I LA 3 O i B R
HKe10~204F 1Y & e 1 5 o
RS o R TS TRE 5 2 N

S FHRic ¥ AR (Molecular marker technology)
FEAE D)oK 32 20 A e J i BRARVE B & Fb b o
Al T E . WA RLEP #ric CAFLP #3ic .
SSR ##ic #| SNP Frid, & id 7 — B ig K iy & i
S v o D VARG s e = L NV SR AW BNV
TR DR 2H B S AR B R EOR BE0E T R OR A
(Gupta 8, 2001),

G FARICBOR B A O b 5 1 A ) R
1Y) B AR Ry AIE ST BT UEORT A R AR AR rp Y 3t AR A
SRR Z R T A 0 T SRR TN
RO B FORTHORBEE T IR SR Al . XAET R
NI 6 AR EoKk B A2 R#EATINF, LB T 100
JIALL b SNP 43 FHric fil 3 J7 £ indel Z2 & ME4R
0 FEA R T IX {48 R Z R Y A R S OF X E
— LB S 2% A O S 9 TE WL A B B (Lai 45,
2010),

Z i 38 5 43 bR ac R DI B R i SNP AR id
ARAFFEF NS (Gupta %, 2008) , Illumina 2% 7
(http://www. illumina. com/) #2& £t 19 75 Fh 25 A 14
FEH o RLE & o AR 8% B BRI 3 A GoldenGate
R 5 0 e %% 5 19 6 IR 43 Y Infinium (4 1) (Fan %,
2006) 27 iz N B R B A

2 PSR IR RS 2R

VEY)F T 04 65 75 52 R R 1 A o ¢ 5 1)
WAL ZREPE A 6 (McCouch, 2004) , Ffi% 73
FRICHE A % L R = & 09 53 7 4 10 S8 X b i
GEIR M A Z R AT 9T, KR E & T X 8A Fh
JRG R T A HE OG5 IR Y 7S 4 R AR R
U5 T K o

{F FH 53 F bR i B 55 AN [ 6 K ol 5 9% 15 22 1] 56 &R
MIRIFFE A AR 22 . (0 P B T2 A3 40 W S 7= 5 M 1
J5 ff 22 8] B 26 & (Vigouroux 28, 2008) ; {fi F§ SSR
Pric ook B AR [E B R H oY)z 8 - EK 3 58
% (Gethi 5§, 2002) ; # H 330 L2 ARICEL SNP Fric
WF 5T AR MR BT A A Y 5 K Rl 0 TR A 3
5 ZBEPE (Liu %, 2003; Lu %5, 2009); {# ] SSR
B e AF 5 RR U T S5 [ 07 o 5 5% U5 22 18] A 6 R (Reif
25, 2010) s A SSR FRiC BF 5% 7l 7 b 2 7 4
Jit K B G R Y 35 % 2 FE P (Feng 48, 20065

Van Inghelandt %, 2010) ; F i 43 F 4 ic 8 AR B 52
R B TR A A M (L1 45, 2000) 45, X2
WF A R = 5 T AT B K B 9% U 9 A
W R — 20T R BT A BT B U Y 35t 4% 2 RE M O T
K Pl R o R g 4 R AR AL T AT B A M 1
B E A A 4 & RN B & P ) D BT A 5 A
P T 5t AL PR B

3 T EMEAR

G FARICEOR R A 2 A Y R RE R/ Fh L
(9 1 b i3 5 VR 0 7 D R 1 8 v 818 (Cooper
&, 2004 ; Bernardo, 2008) . g Mk A7 5 (QTL)
14 S A7 R DR o B A 4% 52 26 A 114 0B 40 B IIORS 4 L TR
AR 5 1 VR B i AT i 1) e R A7 T Y SR
A 25 (Genetic Gain) 35 .

3.1 HEMKAES(QTL) E AL

EY R B R IE R B A EE MBS,
N a0 € RTINS BN U A NNE G 7N
BRI AL (QTL) 2 48 5 42 i MR Ay 56 DA G
B — Bt DNA X7 Firid. — BT, —
MR MEIRZ 24 QTL &, QTL XPEAR Y e
R TR AR B 5 108 B A T AN []

QTL %7 (QTL mapping) Ji 4 i iof X — 4~ .
— AR AL 1 B EAA T A AR 170 5 DR A 3R AL B R AT
GEit 5B A6 53 bn A FUE R MR 22 ) N7 DGR G
B 48 7 B PR A 35t A% 2 AL L B Bl Lk R AN
KA RERIIIAEREIN . QTL i kAR L . W
JH A IX 8] 58 fi7 2 (Interval mapping) 40 i X ] &
{3 2 (Composite interval mapping) . & T & % 1Y €
3 3 (Family-pedigree based mapping) il Dl i [§ X
[8] 5 v/ 5 (Bayesian interval mapping) % (Doerge,
2002), A RKEKRLFAERMG QTL FRAM £,
Tuberosa 1 Salvi $#£ 4t T M & 4 W 19 & & (Tu-
berosa 1 Salvi, 2009).

QTL & 7 5 B AFAE— RO R T, A o7 A AR a0 20
SRR — e AR JE AR N TR Y L T AR R A Y
B I [] 0BT IR AL Tl SE T e A 345 1 QTL
7 Lt — L WUk 5 A e N L 6] B QTL Al fig & X
55 13815 1 S5 A DI L E T H 3 Al A ] gt
1L SR REAR R ) 2 38t 15 728 S5 F & 1Y B Rl ORE AR S
(Jannink %5, 2010), B AT REMY QTL 5 35 & 14
152 5. Afi 15 QTL 52 ma &R A2 159 M LU E o
3.2 XEEESR

FBE R 1% ( Association mapping) 43 #r . o MY %
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AN S i B i (Linkage disequilibrium mapping) 43
Br s — R EE T4 A 10 5 A0 48 e €8 1A X B 1Y % 431
AN AR 58 B L ST R ORT A Al 22 ) R BR OC R
M QTL AL J7 ik . 18 5 2 PR 19 43 i i 50 vh 2
FEAE (Zhu 55, 2008) . 51645 QTL & {3 )5 %
AN T S T 33 43 A ol FH A S G 5 22 b R DR L Y
BT B U A S B — Fe 52 (0 2 B R AR . DGR &1 3%
SRR AT R U T A5 % QTL & 7 i 55 5. 33 1Y
QTL AT EL 3 N ] T i 5 5 (R % B AN 73 1 4 iC 4 BY
B Fh (Flint-Garcia %, 2003; Gupta %, 2005; Yu
il Buckler, 2006; Zhu 4§, 2008) . % Jy kA7 7E
AR ANTE 53 B o AR T S SRR R OC R B
KGR,

3 Al AR i R A 2 R A FE BT PR ST T R AL
Eok 8 e B K 3% (NAM, Nested Association
Mapping) BER (McMullen 48, 2009), fdi Jf fis ik 3
[A 5 Bk [ 3% (Candidate gene association mapping)
e dr el K 4 B K% (Genome-wide association
mapping) 70 #. © £ 15 T IF AE ] (Buckler 4%,
2009) (At B &5 44 (Tian 45, 2011, Jb A8 1 o A
(Poland 4§, 2011). mg #F F1 "t A 9% (Kump 4§,
2011) ki 20 )i B 43 (Cook 4§, 2011) Fil e #fE 75 42
3 (Brown 45, 201 1) Z MR A AL 4540 . X 2 4f
FERF FEA3 T fifp T K A% T i A bR Y 3 A% 4 R AL R A
W A 1A .

3.3 SFHRICHEBEMEAR

LG/ > AR IC R B B M EOR 22 F) 0 Fik
Tk kB QTL, 7E 5 AR PR 58 % 10T e 9 45
WA QTL 46N M ER. 5 sk
AR ] 52 PR R BAHSSE & Ak LR & 5 R
HAT—DFREAW . 0 Fheic B & fEoR [T L
A KA T bR a0 B Bk BEEE (MAS, Marker-assisted
selection) | 4 T #5 i Bl Bh 48 [\ 3& £ ¥ (MARS,
Marker-assisted recurrent selection) . 43 #r it %l
B Bl A2 1k BB (MABC, Marker-assisted backcross-
ing) 153 b 1 il B SR (4 AR B 56 ] 28 % 72 (Mak-
er-assisted reciprocal recurrent selection) %%,

it F 0 30 4R ] AL GEIY o3 T AR iC i B R Oy
TE B M 52 BR BT O T — s S, BRI R
AR F R QTL 42 1 faf B PEAR . Berilli 45438 1
XUREAARE B4 11 3% 5 b 4n o] £ I SSR A i ok 5 Bl
T gt A% T B AT 1 i AR, DT A TR A Zi O A
1R 38E 12 I 1 LfBE 5 A R 1) ] 2% b I #5 (Berilli
4§, 2011), Ribaut #l Ragot F Hl 731 45 i 4 B

AET7 R R PG E R P Bl o 5 g ik
DB Y 4 A AL 5 B0 R B 22 & . L #b 4
INTHET B2 Bk 22 5 80k 22 18] (4 15 [a] 18] B
(B ASD 8 7= i 15 P RO HT R T L 8208 1 T 550
T BTk 5= &= (Ribaut 1 Ragot, 2007), Abalo ¢
i 143 ¥ Hr i 4 B 0] 28 07 1 8 28 B Bt B K SR B0 3
(MSV, Maize streak virus) U8 T sk, i 54& 4
Bl 22 B PR HEAT T L3 (Abalo 5§, 2009),

I3 TRR TR B BT R Z a2 QTL 5k
PRI 428 1) 18 52 2% T IR 0% i 8% 80O R XA (Podllich 45,
2004), FERINIEH T QTL & N #f 14 F1 ik 45 1
Bi A BR IR 2 & BRI QTL e LAAE & F rp S BR
i FH (Bernardo, 2008; Xu Ml Crouch, 2008), DA
QTL Jy bk 443 ¥ br 10 4 By I A 45 1000 9 T8 A B
I (Moreau %5,2004) , AN ISR R HFLE T Z A
B ZAL i eI 2 ] B B T RE B 7 R R iR A TR AR
Wb,

4 E TR A DN 2H e Rk

4.1 EMHEREMGURE

TEEKRF R, AL ™+ EE, EXABr
Be & A RORE B B T4 TR K L IR I BE ) AR A4y
A BR e LA BT A B R, OE b Al T E R R
AN AR 2 AL WA o0 E L W R A 2 X R
YA H A ) 1R 3 i B BT R R I
it . 47511 i (Row column design) . 3% 5 % i1 (Fe-
derer. 1961) . #43 # & 823t (Cullis 45, 2006) FIHY
5% p-rep & it (Williams 4, 2011) , 78 24> Hi f 4T
ZAEIRE . AR B RO R —FE L T LR
FHASE AL J5 125 L B AS [ 38 96 1 3 19 280 % (Piepho FlI
Williams, 2006)

H FHE (Breeding value) J& & Fl 5 HI R 1 £ )5
OB AR . 725 TR PR 5572 S R A RE AR b Ak
Z IR B RGO R MR T — > PR Y & F (e ]
DAl FH 26 IR 2F 47 4% 11 (Bauer 5§, 20065 Piepho
8,2008) , AHIHFE MM T EAIRZ B HEA N T7
e S Fe A 2R ME JC W T (BLUP, best linear unbi-
ased prediction) ( Henderson, 1975; Bernardo,
1996) . BLUP J& Ak 11 & 8 (Mixed mod-
eD PR S bR D7 ik IR T ah W E .
AR IEAE Y & Moh B HE T . A B
AT L B 22w R A P AN R 2 TR R S OC AR L
REMA AR 2Z 18] /19 742 52 S AR B AL AZ & B3T3
BLUP & R AR 4 2 3 5 15 38 — 26 7] L) 2% 6 H Ja) Y
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2 A48 5 BLUP RYAG S S AS if . & Fh e AR h A
A 22 [] 19 55 250G & AT LU JH 22 7 2 ke Al 80, T L)
i & 1% 15 B 3% % T #7iC (Bernardo, 1993 ; Bauer
&5 ,2006) , Bernardo.Piepho 25t BLUP J5 it M H
TEE P b 09 B i 3 41 38 & (Bernardo, 19965
Piepho %:,2008),

FEBE A 23 7510 B EE AR A A2 15 Ok B A
F= 5 DA B 2] BE $E 7 1k (Meuwissen 48, 2001) (1)
e, 3 N 414k i F Fi H (GEBV, Genomic esti-
mated breeding value) W & &£ K. © & H
B B FE A 1 53 1 FRic A5 SR A 1 — A R A Y
B MME. 5T GEBV 1y Rk £ 7 w2 2 A
HEFEE ., TN GEBV WA RZ & H L
BA B/ 3 vk 14 ] H BLUP (Ridge regression,
RR-BLUP) (Piepho, 2009) . Il it [§ £l 31 i (Meu-
wissen 45, 2001 3B 43 4 B L N T Bl 28 0 4%
(Artificial neural network) (KA 45, 2011) . FEHL
FEMEE (Random forest) (Ogutu 28, 2011) . BEHL &L
JE il #E 75 (Stochastic gradient boosting) | 37 13 7] &
PLES 1 (SVM, Support vector machines) ( Maen-
hout &, 2007) %%, #% A 4L i 8 4F £ (SAS, GEN-
STAT.R #1 ASREML §) #§ mJ LA 3K fif 1 & 15 5
(Mixed ModeD) , X K A ¥ 45 £ BEAT 70 A7 - 3+ 545 b
wHE 7 2% LMEAR T35 4% 01, IF AR A I 22 5 AR Y
BLUP,
4.2 EHREAEEFZ

Meuwissen &5 # % K 41 % £ ¥ (GW, Ge-
nomic selection) LA, WML & B SEBr HE &/ T
KEWER. X2 FEMKRNLEZ I, HH
HBEPRIE IR 3 K4 A A ST | S AR T
AVEHE N H ) 304 . 75 2R B B 22 H An & R RE
{& (Target breeding population) H1 3% £ — & /> {4
L — AU AF K (Training population) , U & 5 2)
G3 A T EEAS FE K A 1 43 F B g 0 2 R RUAE L WD i
TE H () AR B b PR IR Y 26 B A5 B L 38 3 G2 1 A
AT v S AL TR 3 bR i T AL A 5 S AR
03 A 45 X H bR B R o I A e AR AT R
PRl 43 A0 fiff FH A 57 R AR T J5 AR GEBV L SR 5 ok
S8 JE A By 5 H ) 4 T A 456 K 3 5 1 5 A H TR
HEAT Z24F 22 0 I 3 AR 4l JR) S R 2R L 2 A I
%

B Pk A AR 200 A0 T HE N R i T Ak
PR B2 TR0 . A 2 B AR A i T U125
RN B bR & FhRE 1A B A A 5] 1Y 35t 14 45 48 F1 8 55

PERME S 58 5 th T T 0 A TR A SE A /Y B Ay
O TARIC . TH B T X QTL 238 A4 v Ak o 4 T30 B8 A
i 5 99055 26 IR MR SR AR 1 TR ) 5 b 7 R Ao R 4
(Bernardo #l Yu, 2007; Heffner %, 2010; Jan-
nink %%, 2010; Lorenz %, 2011), ™ T 3K 4H %
PEVE LA AE & SR ) 30 o DA BRIE 3 52 BR AR IR AR AN 58
B ERAR Y 7 VR I T R A S U R AR 1) B B R
FH 1] 3 6 B T 5 S — R AR .

e 2H Y HE 7 VR AL & 1 AR R e T AR L PRS2 T
s Z AEF b SR e 28 2 RIT. E
R —ASH 7 2 AR B T I ] B R S
s 2Dk AR PR E R AR B A b
285 4> Dent [ 58 & 5 WS 28 & 44 587 4 570 4>
W ZEFofr, W22 7 A 5 A ) 5 A ) e R A DG A PR AR
A 56 110 4~ SNP Fric Fi1 130 AR 8] ok 1 il i
SRR —MRIC A ). S5 RR W], SNP A AL FIC 5
PR L B SRS B 3 53 D 0. 72 ~0. 81 A1 0. 60 ~
0. 80, 3k BLAARY AT DL > 1 I 4 Fh £ 0K A 28 & 774
B 2% 38 B i ¥ 1 (Riedelsheimer %, 2012), H
AT T 45 S 2R B, 66 DR 4 3 3 1 O TR R 2 —
WH A A B W E Fh R 5 BR (Heffner 4,
2009; Jannink %%, 2010; Lorenz %, 2011),

5 HIENE AR

N F M3 AR (Transgenic breeding technol-
ogy) T2 A4 Bk A % AL | < 4 0 8 AT Al L5 A R R
AR FH B A 3 2ok ] 52 o A7 4 A e ik DY o 1 5 A3
e B 38 FR 2% i 2L 1 0 E JR) B4 L 3 DR 2 S8 i
Fl F A (Jung, 20100, 4 80 4FAK, Bl & fi
AT 7 A e e DRUAV W B R 8 BB A R A AR
ARAEAED & Feb L B IF 86 5 B 90 4E40 b i, 55 —
AN SIS R e A2 7 R R TR TR
Y E R R BEOR AR

Koziel S48 1 2 b ¥ ok A 958 = & 2F fAT
(Bacillus thuringiensis) B)& Myt B & H &K Cry-
TA(D)7E E KA B A 28 5 4R35 . B 5L DA X BR
R B8R 1o JE L E (Koziel 45, 1993), F5 36
B 5% 50 F R LA MR M A B AR
AT R 52 B A AR R B

FIAN 1996 4E25 1 A1l % ik PR 6 K A 52 Fb A
A 77 N LSk (Sanahuja 28, 2011), & 2010 42,
A 29 MNEEMAE LA 1. 48 /¢ hm® 1 ILHA/EY)
(James, 2011), ZERE A FHEHE & s, 2011 44
FERIAH Y EOR AP A 88 00 Jhy e B R ™ b A & —
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D2 A BT R AT B B EE D Cheep://www.,
ers. usda. gov/data/BiotechCrops/Extentof Adop-
tionTablel. htm) , FEA:z ™ [l 1% HE K Bt £ KR
TR e R A B 5 7 A b AR B N B 425 R
% %% (Hutchison ¢, 2010),

H BT 3 e DB R S TR B T 2 B0 A 4 5958
PR 40 Be Hr i PR ) HEHERN B BGEE IR B
T B A E R EE MR (Scott 1 Pollak, 2005; Jewell
45, 20105 Naqvi 25, 2011, A H R FBal 5%
GRMITESEG. B2 ERERESE &K
(Halpin, 2005) , 4 & — /> MR 5l 22 4> % 2 R MR
() AR A A T Y i A J e, Prl R £
KA IR T HT R £ KW, 6 f 35 22 Fh i AT
1 BT L RN R AT ) B IR 4 S B e S A 2 4
FEAE 72 B T2 N 5 R ) B 390 3 5 A A 9 DE 7E AR
We et % B oKk ABPO JE A n] L3 5 40 i T X £
TR FI S0P 2R 0 S, 3k TsVP Fil BetA K2
B 1 e R TR oK T DA A% 4 5 R OK B BT Rk
FINAH B NPK1 e P % 56 DA K A9 e 527 1 o
(Shou 8, 2004) 45 5 B35 8 57 77 T A 95 32 3K L A
PR T 1 e B I G T K BB SRR A A TR &
FIFH TRz B 8 (Chen 45, 2008) , 263k & Fh A [\ #Y
ity LLAE S8 i Z2 Fh A A2 2K 0 % i EIRFL P RIA AT
B o — FLIE 5 H 9 B 51 1) e kP K (Bicar
4, 2008) 4,

TEREFE DN B A & D IR A — 2L R, [
INFe B RV i b A A 7 R LR ATTRE T R
O TEF HUxF B A B U 5 A 2 X BR R 5
AUPTPERE Il AN H T R W SCEE L )Tz Rl
A 2l R DR e oK % 52 Tl 1) 7 T 5 W) 0, 475 2 i DR R RS
V5 Yy #h J5 5 Rl ( Serratos-Herndndez 28, 2007;
Snow,2009) JAECE £ B F (Faria 4. 2007) " 4=
HAH Bt 12 H1 (Meihls %, 2008; Gassmann %,
2011) FL R B 5] (14 4 P A% B (Gaines 45, 2010) %%,
AR IXBEF T i A 2 HO2 A1) (B2 SR ATT L 7
TR R B e DR 4 28 ol B — i S EL E L O HLSE AR
— ) Wi 4 B3R (Regulatory policy) , NN H H B
SR e AR T AT BT A0 PR 4 15 e 40 A A S B
B3 1 A 024 P Y R 5 L PR A DR IX (Carriere
45 2012) B R A AL

6 RURFHRTCRT AL RIET

AR REF SRS E 7 DAL SR A fE
PRRENNR AR . 50k FE 0w 22l [F

FERY A ACHARA B B FTIB A R . i FX A~ 72
Hie e R HAS BRI AL RIFEA 2 E
%, 1929 4, Stadler #ll Randolph #iiA%5 1 # & >k
Huff & (Randolph, 1932) , B} 2 5 & B E K #E 4k o
RS AN RILE R 0.1, HE 1959
R Stock6 Y BAAE IR T R AT DL & 10 ~ 20
£ . BRI BB — R 0 AR AR S T R AE
# B 8 B R P (RWS, WS14, KEMS, PHI,
UH400 =855 1% &5 3 55 5 HR 1y
B F T WA RS 1R R (Doubled haploid) 4 & 4
BT IR FUAE A B (Germana, 2011), # K M
IR EK H AR LT R . SR IR R 15
WAL REASZAMLAR, X RS KBS T M
FORMELLIR BN R . B AR B AR 5 A -]
e Z2A RENIER, AT S g mes .
PAAE R ) 35t A% AL LA K dn ] 26 F b i DL H AR
(Chang 1 Coe, 2009; Geiger. 2009; Dunwell,
2010),

TR A FE AT R 7= A I WL PR A 2 TR I 1) 52
R R R E 2855 T R EKRHEN
BRI RE . A 225 2L0), 97 Bl K 550k H AC BEAR G
TR A 22 SO H R S B0k B AR BUREAS 1) —
HY AR R . PRI R AR 1 E 22 r I A
CENHS3 1Ef 225y ik B i 35 S #EAE ] cenh3 58
RN S S S R SR Y NI AL U N TR R N
A B SRIEBR T (Ravi #il Chan, 2010), #£K#E
Hordeum vulgare X Hordeum bulbosum Fit[a] 2% Ff
e, Hordeum bulbosum B9 4t @ {& CENH3 &
A FE g 5380k H Hordeum bulbosum 4t @K1 5
22 JAEAT 2253 B4 B v A TR A TR T A
i (Sanei &8, 2011),

HAE 1975 4 Griffing 45 7 40 fe) 76 48 ] 3%
PP T RBCRAR A T 0F 5T T H B MR (Griffing,
1975), HAl. Z 48 1 FoAQ R R Ok 75 & 7 AR Bk
& {0 Bernardo #5485 ., R — MR £ F
100 AN 2 He R L 1 Fo AR R 175 5 S0 14 ik
PEACE S T H FORIAE R 3 00 A5 1K 48 1 e
AR R BE A S E R AL RIETRIER,
JFLATE oK 8 22 & Ao >4 48 ] F, AR 0% 4 bk R
WAL IR, Gallais BF5E 1 78 4= [ Mg A0 B 5 o] 3%
P Tl OCEAAE A 1 2803 i s B A 1) 4 ) i AR
AR IR RE Ty FE B AE R AL 1 a5 LA H 2SS,
AR B AR ] BB 07 22 3 W 38. 6 %0, I — A FEEAR A
o8 FH B AR B 4 () M AH B4 Il 3 5 ] DA B e A A



6 £ ok B 2 20 &

ZF (Gallais, 2009) .

7T EAKRFMEOREE

F T B b AR AR B AR (L S R
Kl FOR = HAG T AWK, 5EE T KRA=H
BAE G R A EE ) R K B A 70 AR AR E] 2000
AR O 5 B ) 3 A% 3 25 I VR S o P R 92
] i) s 0 ) B 2 A8 ol 3l AN R 2 B I 2 A L AR
TR, & I A Y 22 R b [ OK 4 5 Y T 2 P
B, KR T H PR Ak A 2200 RBRAE
i b 35T 5% U 14 35t 4% 22 R M R RD T B R L B E RN
A A B2 [ Y A8 HAE AR

SRNESE SR 1i ol e o AT 2 o5 e
By p= A0k 36 [ — 2, 7E R R 19 10 ~ 20 4F 1 (1]
B, ST 2 58 AR AT B . HUEER Ak e
R A PR ) B M 0 15 O R A T A 2R SR
SEA S R BB R RS B R AR AR L B OR A
—EEA RN,

7.1 FHHEASEER

TEY A FhRE 22 A P02 — A R B i R & 5 i F
2 O R N B A B 3 it 2 B A B S 0 1R B
RITBRBERF KA 5%F. NHERZm,
Zitviz R F A A AR B2 R AL R T
R L PR 2 2 S5 A B 10 S BRAE  5 Bh 4 b7 2R A o 2R
(1) 4R 25 P BRI A B s R ) 3 AL s I LR o F B RR
BEAR M K s R AR I 1 BIE s A FE AR 2 H ik, AN i 2
1858 12 43 T A 2 2 R P bR SR AR 31 0T MR 1) 1) 3 L AT A
T A& FBAREEA , A= Py AR |12 R A | ENR b
AR PRI P H AR B R IR
AN 2 T 0 50 RS AN AR B FH () 6 B0, T 2 2 S 1
B DRy R e IR 43 LB R L A R o A TR A
FE 2 9 43 7 bR (0 10000 455 78 X A AR R 1 IR
FREAT 1EE P FH ) X P bR 26 B AL 56 31F A I 2R K
i 32 b 4 v R AR
7.2 FEMREREESHENHARMAL

FUR A 18t 4% A8 5 35 6 0 00 5 i o 8 U I X
IXECHEPR AT T VR AR B S, AE R BC 4 & s R E
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