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Abstract: Student involvement (engagement) is simply characterized as participation in
educationally effective practices, both inside and outside the classroom, which be seen as a valid
predictable indicator of student academic success and development. Based on the literature review
of theory framework and empirical research about student involvement, this article defined student
involvement as a multidimensional concept, and divided it into three dimensions within Chinese
higher education context: rule oriented involvement, procedural involvement, and independent
involvement. Drawing on the surveys of college students, the article analyzed the different
character on student learning time use between China, US, and Japan. Finally, this study
introduced a structural equation model to examine the links among pedagogical practice, student
academic involvement, and learning outcomes.
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YEE R BB, 2, JERKFAHE B/ BE LT, Bz, M.
SKIEIH, &, AERURSEEE b/ AR L5 T, it
(] AW 2011-2013 IR A2 RHA RIS CIERUTH B s B T 14
AW — TRt KEEIA) (BH%S: 11JYB002) ML —.
[ JASHIT 7045 217 # i S5 20 o e 2 A R e U (1 e S

TERBE BB EL S W T, B e BORMSETE R, 222 /M R ke 4 K S Bam 2
BB 55 . B2 312 50 SC Il e 45 FEBAE ) (Astin, 1993; Kuh, 2001;
Pascarella & Terenzini, 2005) "%, &2 % ISR pE ff A PhBL 5 S5 0 7 SUARME O 200
B, R SRR T A PR A R AT DRI A e et o ARTL XA
S 1 77 5% 2 W B A 2 758 P o e 27 ) L7 5 e 2 7
FE e FOR R, T AR S 2 5 S A R Y 5 AR AL, b e
LR S I R R Y T T, o VIR T S o B 2 1
%57

FEXf LR, AR RERRAEEVS S, ERERNIIRTRES SRR
LUR TR U HEA L, A b A R S 2 S AR A 4R R . S R R O A A TR
EHARHILLE, b S0 B AEAERRSN 2 SIS AN JZ HIRAE . a5 58 “ B #es
KBRS 5 =F 2 SRERE, R B SR T AR R A S
SYEFERIGEHEAE ] o AHIT FUE IR R o [ e A 2 A 22 2 S LR B R 28H0, IR
S SRR TT, R NI, A SRR RO, etk 2 5 SR N A
FiIR e, RIS HEE.

— EATHAME: ZESS5HERSEmELH

L 2EZ5BSHNRF e ENE

RS EME, RETTEBWMEREE%KEY (Ralph Tyler) 7E_bt el =410
o EHMFIFH, FAES e R EE AN T DS . Beia, SRR T
%2 £ 2 5 (student involvement). VTHEM%%ERIS (student integration). FFifi  FE
FI2EE N (student engagement), AS[E|2E3E 5 F1ZME &4 HH AN [F] 0 2R3 77 =081 38 75
HEEM 2 RN, thiEEE Y B AKES (Lisa Wolf - Wendel et al., 2009)“,

S5 2R ) BRAR TP A 55 3 PR FE N IS TR AR 2 R AT P 25 A % 1 o B AL, BT T 42
M« S SR RRREE A AR R SR RS R s RS R TR T 2 BT A
[-E-0 (BEN-FREGE—7= ) AL, $5 H 222k 22 2] it 2 5 BB A R B 77 20 (student
learn by becoming involved) K3ZH, HZ5MEAEHAE MK OEERMYEER N
ERARL IS TR, By TR A 2 2 i a) . BRAEFR A MRV S R S5 da bR, Bk 122



St F 2 A Rk M ST E (Astin, 1977, 1993)". BbAh, SEEININKE IO A
B W 7T O S = A A EE MCIRPIN H  (The Cooperative Institutional Research
Program) WILARTHIT 42 5 NIES, REFAES SHENI E$686R, KRS
S HEE . XA OES I EH AR N TS RPERE . A ZZER ] S5 #UhE
20 HZ) (Hernandez et al., 1999).

SIRBTHTT A SR H SR I 242 SR 5T 2 ERAM S Z AL
AR, AR M PERTERE T XA, IEAE A OE A S R, “engagement” —
S SRR . BASLRA) . LR S NGREE I . fETRIR « BRI AN ER T, 7
AN ERBFEREE L PE I 2 A S BRI RSFEN, S A E . s
PIREZR: —RZEENSETN, W8, 2330 BN A 7155 —
REFERAFEMENZ 5%, OREE TR, BEB0E. RS, 2ARIH . £
PATRIG  FER) AR BRAR Dy 32 BEPR STHE A S B 22 9 K5 NSSE T H (R 2 AEZE o,
LA NER A AARYED S RS SER2S) MRS FENEFELN. S
KB AR 55 AR PR AT ER S PRI & . SR 7 ZEHR K2, BOARTRIR « X T2 RSN I B AR
BRGEN, EASHERM, ZAEMMESTER % FENRKIRE, RAEEE2E M S
AL Z AN T

R S SR, TTHER AR S BARADO ASL, FF A S ] A AL 222 . 57
T B EAENMEZ M BB, TN AR SR, 285 KR b N R AN
HUM I EIAT W R BUE S IRESE DA S A AR R S L RSO (e PRy 8 10 5 A P R U A 22
RO MREEE L TR R X o AR P A R A S R SR A H RS R R,
A S8 3 TR A 405 T A LB 1T R 1 IE 2R IE R AR R P 2B KR
FTITHEEC A B B SRR 7T, ARAER 2R A Bl R EL A A A Dy 2 A i
BB R bR

2. FEZ 5K L g

AMXAENE 2 T e Al &7 SR AFAE 5 2 Jetb @ sy, M B4R A S 5 AR =
HEMIIFIEE RIBYE. 22 RMZ4EMERUA (Martin & Dowson, 2009; £ EAk, 2011) """,
BARER B, A4S 5400 2 BN — SR A MRS, (HBEAE BT AR,
oS CARIEHT 7T E AT BT B AR, SR TR AE S SRR BRI . Blin, AHE
WA ZES SN SR, ¥R 5 A2, $ARZ2E, Bie2 5 Dunleavy &
Milton, 2009)™. HAMAMES SR, KHEESSUHNTRESS. BHEESS.
INAEIMES 5 (Fredericks et al., 2004)".

RI#HZH% (Carbonaro, 2005) FER 8 iy 2 H M B 2R 02 2] IR, Kek 2 5
(student effort) 5& XN, FAIKRFIBUMEERR H BV B R B AR AT I 18] 58 )
g, fhsRiE, BRFZS 51 HER 2R BAARR), (ARSI HRmE RS, H
578 S S5EEBANAR. S—J70, FriEEARERAR G M EAGER
(hierarchical) HiF, L ERZEATERBINTA, 10 A7 LL T FE 3R 22 A 75 i R AE 4 B iR
W R, A 5 X = PR (D5 AR 7 SR AH DGR Bl 2 A ) 4
(rule oriented) Z4. (%A% 77 & ZUMAE PR PN 42 H (14 € BRI P
(procedural) Z5. Q)24 KIEH S INFNEE 12 N HRFE P B Pk k0 & gE 1
(intellectual) &5"",



PSP X MBS, MG T2EZ 5HBNRIL S 7EE, FRX &
A BRI AL TR R R 2RI, BRSPS HRTREER R, (HIEAES SN
H 4 FE 5 R AU 9 TR AEAE B A 2

2. BB EEXT EAES SR MIE R

SE S 515 R RS S A, 1 R R A KRR S NSRRI SE R R 2 A1,
PR AES SNEER WA ZR . B w R H @5 (Chickering & Gamson, 1987)
JrigH, “ RIPARIE LB M- CEREEITA RISEE B, AR A EM2 2.
B LB 3] BUM P SRR 7R 2% S NS E] . [ AR AR R BUM I m i B
HAE SRS 2 o) Reis A BRI S SRR . S R TR B & R R iE 5
SR A 2 B RCE SRS YE T, i 22 5] (Chickering & Reisser, 1993) %,

B, RSB ISEA R ek S A R R A A R B TR S5 A PR 2 A
S 5 AT BRI R .

SRR 5, KR AIESE, BT HAR M A LRI 0 B 2 I A e 2 Bl
BRAR, BT, AL, kR v bR AR TR R R T B A 2 5 AH OGS B ( (NSSE
2003) *s H—J5TH, HFES/ NGRS ANMRIE, K REERIX, X E R
EINRT 4B 50 (Kuh 2006) .

MEBERGEIRYERE, WFFRRIL, BRIER X A EWE . #ERA. Bk, K
WSS B EEE/EA (Pascarella & Terenzini, 1991) . M4k, Frksdiktats—
SEFREE AR I TR AR 2, ik B v RedR At 2 % ) A2 T T 2 514,
iz A ARG IR RIR, Gl A 2 NSRS, Btk S T . SR BRIk R
P R, 2Rl R S B B 24 S 5 (Astin, 1993) P, BFxt
N SR B BRI X T4 2 SR A S s s e, 47 (20110 BRI, B
SNELFE R I PO ALk . AR B ASRHE B RS SRR e R 280 YR I 3% A % b i
UYL B s, (R SRS T2 2 5 | R SR FE A RAR EER 2 B4, X 2%
b R Rl R L

e AR A1 B AR B B S S LS B R 2 A 2 5 i i O B RS R 2 L B R AE 4 2R
i Ay FB VRS b LSRR N oy, F8 00 RABE RS R R PR AR, Nt BRI T %5 S
&, MAEHBEREEREN S ST (Pike & Kuh, 2005) ™,

EHEmEHE LR A, WAL GBS m a7 I 5135
HE2CIEAS (Barr & Tagg, 1995) ™. LIS (Windham, 2005) f&ih, AHRhH AR
W25, IR KBS BT “ Ba). R, &k, SEEmits” LREER™,
KRR PLG M (Trowler & Wareham, 2008) NHE—Z4R 1T T A E#BF B T 224 S 51
VER . AATIHE SRR A B R AL 48 T LA UnT DURAL S AR IR RIS 1 L AR AP 2
A2 wmiAS A ESB RN D 3 LA MU et =R IR E N 25, Rt
WHEI2E5,;, mEFEEMNEN B 0 EAMERHESEBE L Csocial
reconstructionism) FEFBIAMIGHAES BRI, (R HRERS 5 A A T4
A1) 50 5 T B A0S B S FH 2 R AL 452 1 Aol 2 SO s U R e 22 AR 7 DA A 8 5 1) R
WS AR Z 5 4T Ie A (2010) MR, VENIEHE AR E S 5 I HEMOE
FEWG, o S B R T EAE PR 2T VA R — 5 SRS 2] (R AELE 55— 5 TR AR HE 1 X )



UETEES R

FEE WA, FE2ELE (20060 KB, BE HeE 7 S 2424 1) 24 ST Sh P
S HEnE . o R A T R 5 T BURE S S shbLR g, 11 5] 5B 7 244
KRR Z 215 . FaaI8. 254 (2010) i1, RE AR S 5T R RAERREZ —
TR BCERIR T “fedh—2 7 MEgER, P TRRHERA. B3R, R
SR ITER G AN R A IR S SR E . BfE (2008, 20100 MRS R BN, WRFE
BB SRR R R RIS R M, DL R B T A B RS T, AT DA E R T AR B AR
TR E RIS Bk . SR, T4 5 R 2 AR R R A TR AR AL, AR A A B TR
FAEe Y RIS E S SIS AR, AP (2011) WFFEIHE— B0 T 5
SRR RAR B B 77, WA B 2 AR 2 Sk A RIS A 2 2 5 T R
WAAEFH, 3 E R k2 A 2 ™

BEAh, RN RN EAhR A E S 5 A T BB AE . FUMLE et A/ E 2 5 5 Y
TEIEMG, PR AMEEXNEES 5 AR EENEEIER (Unbach & Wawrzynski,
2005) "o MIRMA BTG, TR AT 25 (K R R AR A SR P 2 A,
M, FARMESERL FURNRZ N, SYOTZREME (Hu & Kuh, 2002) *,
HMEEE N @A AE S S TR, AT T2 A S 5 AR RABAA 2] 7 SRt 7t el
k. REZL (20100 WFFURIL, FAS AT EZ), B R ERE ) REY
S B S UL GRANE B S 2 G R A2, ik BT R R

G BRI, BERHSE T 2 S RE RS RGN T %45 SRR A U R i1
WA AL o R AIAE A LA s 2 e A, AR 2B AR P RS OO Flk
16 5 P R AR SRR 25 5T ARG 2l i g R A T 58 1 2R RN 59 AR I N L, BEE ONIX
FE AR R R, (R R RE AR S AR i KL (Bridges, 2008; Happer &
Quaye, 2009) ",

= BRI ST
L WS EHEAER: A, SR, Bxk

S B S, SRR
st 4 — X G BRI, MR SR
# |§§| 17 RO AT, TRl

— 2 5 (N ER R A FC R HIHT . O A
|§$| Wi, BEAKALI B R, 4k ik
,p 2 55T FRRRON), FURME S 5 B
BRI BB S R
A— [ B SRR 0 AR (B, 2010)
Bk D g e b BRI 2 ST 7
B BE p EoN 114 ;
B sescmmem #1) BEIE, ABEICRTER ST (2005)
TR X T2 2 5 R IERY b, Wk
Sl 2 5 IANBA P RUR A RT3k 5 500 BPES RS 1
RS 5= MBS (BIED.

FRBRUUTES 5, BRI E LA RIINBLIR N, AR sy PR A B G 2R




FERISAT R, AT AN RE S SRSV, RS 5 R, AR
ST REe, EP BT R R A R, BRSSP 5 R ST (AT
T M EAERSENR, EREHIRZA, I BSNBAR AR R T, FE AR
TFIR % 225 ST R REPESNIAT 9230,

HEUAMR, AP T3ES 5100, EgEh T3l s SAT AR, R
Fokt 22 SASRETTNS 5 . R ARG T%E 2 SRS I TR, £ BRI
K242 5 (student involvement) 5.

2. RS HTIER 5B I7¥

ABEIUI H AR BN, SISl 2 SIO4ERERI 5, 5 “ BeRHR B — 0l 25— ML At ”

MO ABHEE AW AR 20l 2 I R 25 A S A P 1 T, LA e e
AN A A O R (1 S b, 3 5
T AR BRI RS R B T

FEZ 5L B 2 AR
z5

HFE,
PR HTRES . ARFFMR: ANFISEA
DS oy RPN QO i EiCE & € N e it
B B RBHLED MR AR
Fr R G AE BAR W 52 A 2 SR i )
i, R AN R 2 2 5 0
I U R R E . 7
AU, B 2R A 2l B
AW FAE AT Wb, 2R T RGBSR H B 24 TR DRIz IR 1 B
P =B R F BB R bR . e ST AR B H B8 2 e 17 2l S i 5 4% K
i, TV R FRAR bR S MR 2 2 A0 oMb U P R SR ATk S BT R R A S AR AL
1% 0o BE S W S 22 A TR A R R AL AN (5 R ACEE . BB i, bRk 4R SE AT
Mk fE

FURERS T IEARBF T TR rh A B AR, AR BTSRRI HAS e bs (e
e PR LR o (A o 75 DRI3R R L7 4 B b vl ve B L o (35078 1-0. 6, U0 AH LR AR it
B THERPIEE. B fridfEd, SRR mBeE s Solsch . 5l s 50 E
AT B IR IS IEAE, 224 R 1 = AN R RS RAE 2 5 N R T M A TR 743495
3. BHERIR

KT M #=M K B AR E 50 “ HE S E R E S F AR R W E T
2011 AFSL m R AR AR . XA 0 B, DUE s S B R A A i
BRL, AR RO RAmEE AL, DL 5% AL L, s T ALRTTE 8 B 985 B 18 it
211 B 29 Fr—MARIBER . 6 AT RIPARIBGERS . AT ARSI ARV EREAR, R E
TSRS EGG, AR N 14, 152, FEARKIGA DA N: 985 BERR (21%).
211 Bifk (34%). HET PR (38%) RIMFERE (6%); MHalaAik: Bk (48%). Ltk
(52%); AN R (25%). AL (30%). =4FEL (28%). PUMER (17%). Tl
SRR A (15%) HERF (31%). B (17%). T2 (38%).

ASCEHE AT E R SRS TR . AP probit BAL. SEM JRA BT SR T VA
AR 20 2 5 M LA, 3] SPSS17. 0 Al Amos17. 0 253 ikt

B2 FHmREis S ER



R MR R A R AR B E L]

FSfE febr e X EREAER
Bttt [RIPAR (EMAL2ERE) =1, —BARBER=2. 211B&K=3. 985k%
il Fe=4 )
AUREE | R | B TR=L ASCHER=0
LR 1~4
P51 -, I-kH&E
FEZ2 HA TR AE =5 BE NS AT B SRR A3 7+ SR SZ B B FR
poent | abpppr? | (Bolk: O-fARMf. T #EMS TG, Tk, Rk, T R45ES
I5i B 1-HRP/HERRRE: NRF=1~504=8) -
FEEFTEHL | 1=k AT, 2- 28, 3-EEE g, 4- Mg, s-HfEMERE S
SV EERE [Er R A R A=, =2, N BN s =3
BEUFEANHEEN (1—5)
) B e | ER AR MR EE S (1—5) 0.617
FrEiRZ A, BORFARTH ARG S BEL (1—5)
vl WE ALY, EEEESS 2. W) (1—5)
| BEamgey [REERmsET e (15 0.796
kAR B SE ST AR R (1—5)
. w |REBESUE IR RS AR (1—5)
PIDRB Lo = st e e 5058 (1—5) 0.692
AR E (1—5)
RIEZEARLFF RS fjﬁﬁ:ﬂi :_g 0.812
RGNS KA (1—5)
LM GRED ST AR N BB (1—5)
AL HZEF SERUAEL (1—5)
MMt 5 |A2: A RIEVEIF TR Y (1—5) 0. 820
A3 ANIEER (1—5)
. Bl FR A EEF S (1—5)
LB tferts s [t Ecs (1—5) 0. 784
A B3: Btk 5/ NA GRS SR E i (1—5)
CL: MM ERERIEF R IES (1—5)
HEMs 5 |C2: G5 R e AERFEAR M WA (1—5) 0.719
C3: R M IHAAEE (1—5)
WA ST )3 ON |22 P35 A R4 5 ) B 1) 1) o0 B
D1: T2 BRI K R BTVE R T (1—5)
bR (D2 T ZERI R EEA AR I E R (1—5) 0. 786
D3: TV =R ERAE S FRe ) (1—5)
El: &R E R/ (1—5)
22\l E2: SMEWT UL AAERE /) (1—5)
# E3: tHRENLAE BAL AR ) (1—5)
L EE] 0.812

E4: fib) 0 B 4E (1—5)
E5: Sttt Arie /1 (1—5)
E6: IR BRI BEER S (1—5)

=l S

IS AR H # (0—10)

(] 1S EE4RAR bR oo B B o (A
2 SESAF w15 /7152 % T Carbonaro, W. (2005). Tracking, Students’ Effort, and Academic
Achievement. Sociology of Education, 78(1), 27-49.
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1. SAETRSME ST IS TR B B B LE A

REMFUR, BIMEAERE G R IV RE 12 5, URAE 2% ) I (R FI R b2 2 B [ 4K
SRIE TN A I E EFg4r (Nonis, Philhours, Hudson, 2006; Brint, Cantwell, 2010)

[42][43]

K3 ERTHER=

] R A 2 A R A 2 2 B[]
ARGt BRI AL
K, BEICEZE T AR M
XA ZWH e,
B7 WRHE, RE4 A
RO, g R TR,
HEL HARZAE RSN
B N PN o RS S|
. BfRmE, 18
RSN E S A, P
Thi T+ 1-3h 6-10h 11-15h 16-20h 21-25h 26-30h 3lh ig%ﬁ&&#}j&)\ﬁ 5

B3 s#2A-ESRTLENERRIETRARELE ($f: % /NI BAT 1 2 A L 9 )
CHHERE ] ESERE T “ SENERESTEARAN" 0u RS BFsERETEE Oy, TE (42.8%). A

FRAFAFEESHEERR R (CRME) FE2000F k0 “ HE A FEERE "  EEHERET
“SEFLIFE" (¥5E) 2000FRE RIS E - EEUEHOREREREEESEY (66, 8%) « £ [E (18. %) .

FF¥E MUSSERE D E—FRERTEs -
) . WE2 T, SR
7E 10 /N L B 2EA el o R E (33%) HAS (16%). £E (58%).

AR ST TR NI ) 2 5, 7R — R L T AN [ R e S B A AR
S 2 A 2 AR SR B R 22 S5 A DR U FH S IR I M K 2 AR AR 1 5 LR T AR HAE
BB IEAT LL BTG I, G A URAR 2 SIS TRI YN AR AT, AT AR I e 6] 2 A ) A R
P AR ST E] (33 /NI Sz T3 A (28 /N (BRmERH, 2012) M, BRREAES
I [E) ) A 450 L P RN AR URAMEN”, T “MRIRFEIN /iR IMEN”
FORNEIIET

2. RS S mbLE P LS 5

P BT A% 1 — A E R 7R, BRI T BRON 2 2T I TR AN TR SRR AEHE B )
LS, EWSE5EANNEREEWENRTEHAERER. DNRAAF
probit ZHrEA, MR sRGTE L] ek 2 5 R E . B AR 7T S k2 A B
JRETH AR TR B IR R 2 E AR A LA B B, B v B AE, AN
0, 1,2, 10 (HKRMEN 10), Mol vl BAF A Fror TR B, VI ewt 7oL i R A
F¢ Probi t MR K02 2 S5 1 B A& I SEoR N T BON T 2 ik — o BB T
FARSHF S 5 Y FEAT 70 IR N (R RN A s 3R 2 R0 TR i 2R
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2 Al BB 45 ¥ probit ) B BRI, F e Be B AL ST

EES 2 fiE b, BER R P S 2 A R it

B Rk T 171 REIEMIG, XTI R

BERRALLVRFAE ol 4 185+ Beks, LL 985 Bikk. 211 Bk iLE

i . FRO B LT o 22 VR A 0

T - o S > 0 3 =

S -001 TRAED; HMEERLH, 2

SARHRIE REEFTEH 033% AR S S E R s g, R

ol - 118 AR S . (HR TR

i - SRR B R B 2 T A

0] 2 025** R T T,

W HZh ol5 ﬁﬁ?,g%%QM%iﬁmﬁm
PR S ST XD .004 ol N e

SIS 5 75 ﬁ@%%%%l@%ﬁﬁi,%

gy nl  dEEESE _017* Mra R, Sl G ok 2=k,

HEMZYE 052 hE, FUEABRKTELZAAS

TR 0857 Y A NS S AE S

WRE LR chi2(15)=661.42 N 2 ij 2 b FE Al A5 Dy THE 55 R4 AIE

e 0 e ELBE A B Al AT b 2 2

i ~ M A AL N

(i) . sexfllsonsdy B R EE10%. 5% 1%7KF F i 2 - &T@'ﬂ'ﬁﬁ[ﬁl*ﬁ?@ ﬂ)rlbr '?Hil%

A= % 1 R H % WG A G A% 5 T DG =

RZ WA EHDIN KRR .

BEAt, R B A SR T F , AEHBCEETET, MR R A AR OB X T- 222 B
GUE A BB IR, AR 0 L3 R B T o oA AR TR S AR AR B 2 R i
Mo A—77H, B RER, GBI, TN TR R EER . B
ANIRAZ YA EER, X Al S A% T B 2 A A A RN FERL RN, IS AN RIS e i fr) 2l
VG ESRRE L& VIAIOR, H RIS 9 5088 207 A B ORI FU RO ) e SRR AR AN B AL A Y
SEMVRTE, AR R B A SR Sl RE AR g5, I HL2E 2] ST R TR P RS
Rl R R % 52 AL o EAh, W2 52 A 2 ST SCRE RGO RN AR 2l B R TR B 35
Rz H o

ERTERIIR, fE4EH] T BRI BEAEA SEE A . AR E A A
AT A SRR I R B, 222 5 I AN [ 4R FE AN RIRE BE xS b s S i
FRW, PR SR RS AR . JF RS TH R EORTE , 1R A R Iz AL
MRS 5 R R T B B SEER AR /7« =2R2lb 2 53 2elb & 4% 1R
TERIMKREVMROCOSIIEZ S (- 075), BEMS 5 (- 052) . dEMES5 (- 017).

3. 2B 5 A N R A B R AT

PAE AT IRAE T 522 H AN A Sl sl < TR ISR IR, 35 TR 7R BB SR “ Be i3
FRE—EESE—RENRIA” = AR SRIBE, o 7T S B AL U SR T
 frph g ARt A R S 2 5, OF BN FIERE I 2k 2 578 22 AR BT 3R BRI O 73 5 %
TR o ASHIE TORSR 5 T 25k 75 R R ) IR B B A2 7 BT R RS 3 ) e T o
o

ZER T REARAY (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) {F A44RAT N 54L&k} 40k &



WHF R ELES T, MG 7 2 ug i mE, BaEai. Bt W 2o ihsE g
AR TFM AT IR AR SRR A IS AR R A LG &R, I HAR AL R B 6 55 T W
W S AR, WA ReE S ik BN RE .. HIHAETORABIR LG,
P AL — BRAR A sl B i A A E DI E S 755 () mT [R] e AR SN 47 i 2L, A DA R A
THER R I E e br B E, ADCT DML BRI EIRZ, tn] IPPAG I E RS
ML QREITTEZIIEM, BARKHAGE; ORI AEEZ A A .

K 4 BoR TABER SEM B&E A TR IZA R FE NS T B R (IR

B 4 ekl 2 5-2b st i SEM R & B AR 20 AT AR

B, WA ANEfEAR R (HIMEEIE R, #R RSB B AR . BAARR
HURTHEMGER S I R R GER M B ASE O TS 70 R D AROE G RR . A
W AN MEAS R O R . Eai s, ROMNRBILE] . A5 3 SR R 40D,
AR AR SRR (LR, TkERIR) BRAERN; thhh, T A ik
PN S SRR NN, R ITEN A R RGN AR I 2l AR S 5
WS 5. BENSE=APNAE, XA RE R FUR BRI RS .

H T HEFEAE R TG 2 LR IEA 0, AR Anos17. 0 458977 78 % FH 70 ik
1 B R AR 1 (Maximum Likelihood, ML) HEATI 4 (AL ERCKG S, 153G
B & SRS TR (SR 3. i d R EoR, BRGNP AT, K7
4 4509. 203, EHHE 179, BEMEMEZR P<0. 05, TEAAJFRV, Fom PG ARRILIE s 16
LB T RTES 2R, FEAREER, LR R EREK, Fik 4 F A
ROTERATES SEM BEAURT, 2 RS HE H SHEARZEHE AR, Em R iy (325 B,
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