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(1. VERIEH M S5, dtar 100084; 2. db ot REEH AT BE, Jb5T 100871)

W OE, ETREUHE, 1285 B AKX T 2017 £ £ 2021 SF AWy XEHATH K, BL “HLil#
AW EXERA" § “HANBAWHELSWHAE" AAXBEENA, HFRAN. TETARAZE. HAK
M i/ AR DM A E XS BEA; TETESE, Z 4%, BB ERRE/ AEER
BRI DPHLWBAN; MBEANHLUERAERRES, RRANE “SEHRSB", UEIME, HFREA
M, REFWRRE “HEMHSE BAFE,

KEEHE: HAWBA; Hok, Ho& &, AWEE, Rt

hESES: G206 MEFRIRAD: A XEHS: 2096-8418 (2023) 02-0106-10

[ PR #E 2~ 132> (International Communication Association) 2016 4F iF 20 IA AMLE#E ( Human—Ma-
chine Communication, HMC) @ HlPEMA 525 ARG MY FEIZSIN, HlE (N) ASUZERE A
LR T H, RN 5 B X R AL A E RS 36 . X EIRE, A OGS (LT 55 BEAE A
MLAE H. (Human—-Computer Interaction, HCI) Fl A#LH 2 ( Human—Machine Interaction, HRI) B £ .
WA Sk, BB L TR SRR =S 2R, LS (N #ETH SRk )2 m AT,
BT NS HLa8 A Z a] dn ] ¥4 88 A HLE R

Bifi 75 ML AN Tl il 3 b B 0 5 H AR TR, #ESHLES N (social robot) AE MBI I HLES I A& 51 & 7 &
T W A& AR S, Breazeal fE N i B GEAL LR N2 H 2 —, RS HLEE AR H& A
ft. (anthropomorphize) FAE, #{5 N5 A AR5 A daE AR, B TR
Vg tE, WHEAWEEM SR, At SR DOR S B4t & S 5805t S A
#wzh, FEHE . BT GRS SUUR RO PE

Pl N Aot AR TEAT A NGRS A BIE L Y, S LE AME N AT
M —AARE Y, RIEFIE RS SRR (social cues) MR AT R, FZ%E51H
MNTRDE AP (anthropomorphism) SRIEB] AZE 204 B B 194036 | O B BRI 1 28 B0 55 R AE R 3 44
SHLAR AN o AER, Al Rl i SO S PR TR AR BE, TR A 3 TGV 39 WA i 5 ML 4 AR L T R 28 23
WA R, ARSI R T AR R, RIS 2 4 S L2 N M & FAR IR, e B R Z RIS T
HA B IS E,

1] P I 5 A 9 2 SR A AH DG A 5 1 A A e 2B B B, O 3 3l A7 AR A 2 L 28 N S PLES R Y AL A Bl
A (social bot) FEMERIRIHMMG . BRI S, J5ME E246 0T LLE 328 7 N SR 7EA sC iR
EE KBRS A 2 A 7 AL KRS L E R SR A0 5 AR I 2% s ) b Y

EFEEN: T, 5, WEbsd; PR, B, MLt
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WP HE 2, HEEOEAURERNT AR, WM R R AR M4 T ER ST W E
BEHMRAEEE, 5 AP AT MEARE B YR SR BB A AR SRR A A
A AT X

AR MR AP AR A" K “H S Hlas A RFE SRR AR 27 XA ek )
B, SR I MR A ML BT T . B REAE S SR B A SO R B
SC G, ABFFEE X 2017 4F 5 2021 4R [] & 3% [ BRI a2 00 SR AT R S8 SCHR BT ( Sys-
tematic Literature Review, SLR), B7ERRILSHLE AR E L, WA “Fh k" FRAE, HAARBESE )8
mr.

RQL. #habLEs A e SUREREM 7 HALFRIELe RS0

RQ2. FHEHLAE AR “FE Sk (RBLAEE L )y if 7

— . RGBT

FRGESCHR T REFE B A SO Sl AR R SR ), BT — BTN I R, R A e
EDRIAE, S — R AR X B AR BT ik D AR BRI A AR IZ TR I AR Rk
K. FETIEMIE | S0 KA, DRI AR BRI T 2k . BN RZE &0 #r .

(—) REMUHRER

AT S SCHRREEAT RGN R . FEASKRIE T 9 E BRIz M A1 WOS ( Web of Science) HI Sco-
pus E¥aE , R IR “Social Robot™, SCHA & FAF 0y B 2 X ]2 2017 4F 1 H 1 H & 2021 4F 12
A 31 H, [, SCHORIEABHR S FEG R 2 | DR | BE SR, SCER2E AL H TIE S
MBI, FAAE WOS Fl Scopus 73 R 15 479 J H1 806 Fei AHOCSCHK , ZeBR e &2 S0l 74 i, A5 L
FEARSCHR 1211 5 .

Z) ETFHEMNRE

PSS — B SCHR IR e SEmh [, W5 DU D 52 SOk 2 =X, R85 & A0 AR SCIREEAT AR . 5
SR FIF R TR R SR AR SR S G LA A SR PE B, A B2 4 B AR O G 5 1) 1) ST
BT, A 0 J5 R B A RE AR Sk 32 B SG EAL 2 LA AN TEZLE L 5 1 25 i A sk SR R HL B g [
R, XBESHSRENPIRMNMA, WS ARG TG MR SOk IE 547 15

(Z) &XREMGFH

FEA S b, ARG SCRE N A B S A5 ()Y A DG B, 43R 547 AR AR SCEE I T o0
(W50 10 43) , RS SCREA 2 MMISCEE . WA 25 R ILHE 4 N XE . 0 4 WAHISE, 1-4 40 F (K
FAOG, 5-7 43 HERTAHIG, 8-10 4 MG, HE—okE, A 35 RCE R hAESE | TR I4e S,
SRR EETC O ER R — I8 . HA 512 5 SCE R IRE L R A 1 R

FEXFREASCHR S RQ1 A AH DG HE HE AT I B R 43 5, 4 AN DR N e & B8 R AR A |y 231 L 201
T 55 AN 25 G TEXTREASCHR Y RQ2 AYAHDCHESEAT FI BT AR /0I5, 4 A4S DX TE] N e 4 B R i REA &R
256 fa . 1520 . 68 Rl 36 fa o MAORIERCEE, AHFSE EEGEEAL T CE ARG XA Ay SCEREEAT A A
e BRI 25 i AE G SCHR R 1% RQ1, 36 Fi SCHRE M2 RQ2,
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1. AL B AT E L

TEFEASCHR T, AIFFEE 0 il BT [ A0 A 5 SCARE 2 AILAs N o o A B ARG 4 mT 4 9 A () 7 S
T[] 2 A

HRN TR VF 25 H MK Breazeal S NI, A AL S HLE N2 2 THIAMLRIER 5
NifEFTrb S RE ik, BAR TR TSR, ablds NRAE®RN A B9, X
—E X, AL N GE R g R ALY, BERSTERCA AR TIRMR AL, 38 BRI PR R R AT R
FEMAESS . W R EPIIL R H AR Colgate 55 Fr B i+ AU TE AR 5 b L AR AVE T R E X HLAER A ((Corobot )
AL S AL AR R R S HE— P, YRR NN TR RER BT 2 ik S, K
FAXFRRE 1 B LR NGRS R 4t 238 B HLER AN (Socially interactive robot) ,

HUSRBEARFHEI A . A2l o R AL L AR SEARYE | W | B BRI Bl S5 R AR
R HHEATE L i, A¥F K, EAIA YIS 2 SIS AN S BRI FRIMRAZS, 1t
SMLAS AT TE LS 25 () N BT AR A 5 BT AU G s v, A B SR A AR e LA AN EAE T S 0T
RASTAKE | THALSIEE (social presence) , Abendschein %57 Ak, #LAHLEF AJE AT HRH &7
BLEE N “HRAR” thof IR BLARER =Y, HAL SO AER 3L T S0 “8m ", prE sl
ROSEIE B e th 5 RIR T B R BRE 0, “ftSB e N (Socially intelligent robots) J&4t 2 HL#s A
OE N LV

PR AL AR D RE s A L AR . SRRk — A A E 9 8 AR BT 43 R . — IR F
SRIAFE LA AR H BV 5 AN ERX PR, A R — A A AT ShRE AR <L
WNIRG W o “Eaedaik” " 5 — IR B8R AL S LR A E TR S T AWM, AR AL
LA NPT BEE AR 5 P @ R IF R At S IR 55 IS HF ML AR Ao X —IR“=H REH N Ty, 4h
OB ATFEM Y KRR DAl < aRepLes” “ REam A" AR E R < dho i pdd i

RJGRRATT A, TR LA FIE X | (T R BEAT R, ARl as N IR &2 Pl ds AN AAE 22 2 10
(social interface) HYIRG Y, AR T AMTEAL P AALTEIR, BA A IO AT R RS2 KA,
REARE 5 8 52 By SO MV S R AL 2 0 R, Bt T 5 P @ m A S A O R . X
W) IR M CORR” S on R WA AL S LA AN 04 H AN B T LS N X

EIRAE LA A E P RSP F B . RN —E Y Bk T LA B3 SME
AR AL N REHOR TR A A 28 N A W R AIE 5 6 A T BE IR 5C 32 A5 RE A6 — R At 2 M\ A
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ik —E MR R BB NKAT R 5 ASHE AL A S L SR AT 2 m M B g, A — R,
56 RSV AUARN B AR AR . A 2L &R A — J7 T RE U8 4 B N8 i A2 72 AR TG [R] I AR A i <7
B FEARBEAFE AT

2. RAMBANSE

FIRTA PRSP AR R AL 50 76 45 I AL S AL 8 N8B R 2 i, S — Rl U 4r k) 58— 2%
| ST e TR N (Socially evocative robots) , FE R LA AT HoR Bkt & HE1T 0 -
KRN ] S R LA N (Social interface robots) , A AR NGEF1ES . FHEE BIEHITH S,
BB SR ) B8l o = 2R BT R 55 55+t 2 HLds N (Socially receptive robots) , A L[] Jif
AZEH84, BHvb A BER, FHEEESMAZHLE AN (Sociable robots) , X 28tk 2L AME ML &
FERAAINA AAE . PATIESF A2 0 Bas, B90A A S NTESIL.

Gy X5y g ik U B AR S AL A TT 4k B AT S HLER A ( Direct social robots) 1] 2
HoHlAs A (Indirect social robots) o FiI#$8 L5 F P H 7 5C RMEAT I fe & HARBLER A J5 & 18
FTLURI AN #EAT 58l , AH IR0 E 0 b B TR0 H Al NS08 W R 047 3% 52 DL 3R T A E T e 4%, B
L EE N (Telepresence robots) . #ME #&HLEE AN FIHLAF NSS4

RIEAR AME | HRBEFN (055 53 8 bn i, b bLas A ] LA Hofla i o) B2, 180 1
RBEREA SO A 2 LA A 2R AR 4y

x1 HIWNB|AWSHEHEZE

Iy ARIE eS| % b3/
ESILY/ BV 7 b Aibo, Paro )
- Chu, et al'" [wh1]
YN Kaspar, Nao, Hobbit, Pepper
S :
ey KB Padbot Natacha, et all'”
FRINE YN Jibo, Welbo, Misa Littler, et al [
BhFHLE N Pepper Carradore™®’
RITHLER A Paro
— Pirhonena, et al''
TRBE AN A 4 iy A ETLTIREIN Double
FEAEALES A Aibo, Paro Chen, et al''
TR YN Nao Lambert, et alt'’
S ‘ - ,
e P HENRE R . WECRREE . B tESE Lambert, et all®!
Iy bR

R 1 PR, BRI AL AR AT B R I A S R [F] SR, EAR IH AT DU AN [R) 3 S br i,
J%, AMERURE WAL S AL NS P B i EE A SRR, FAEA R — R A D090 35 3 3 R 90 Y
o tlas NSRRI 73070, o 2R T AR AL S LER AN 2R s W s Yy AL L 28 B | L A B AT Al
FNFIVF . ST P B AL LU A B A HL AR N Aibo . LAY IS AL I HLAR A Paro 455 28 A A
4n K—-aspar Fl Nao &¢; ZRALZRALAN Padbot 55 ; AU AR DL Jibo, Welbo Fll Misa S5 03, Hirp, 2k
S ECE Y R LA AT E— 250 W AR BB S . ARAER S AL B F ECE R P sh )
Y=, AR S WL NFEAME AR HL A B I A\ A0 B ORRRAE ) 4 A Sk 3 0 D JR 45,1 A
BB NRIERM SR E 52 NI AR, iR 2 N RIAE S HLER AAEAE DLAE < k0" $5 85 /e
T 2R AR oL, JRE R b r ALk 5 AR HAT WA E S,

H, RGE 5 (I5EE | BEREFAD) FETRIERDIGE, FLafLas Anl R0 i rplas A
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FREE | WIWRFLRE | B ShVE G AT HE— 20 K rAE S5 AL ER AL

e, AR
L REE SRR KR,

A B 4 P

N R A B 2L AN E 2 HLE AR R0 7 sCh A8 2 B0 ——0F 58 A 5152 1R & B Pl

W AIHEE, XA SR AR AR SR RINL &5 A H AR5

INBEAC AR, AR ™ B0 2SR 3 2 M B A9 4T 55 Bl A2 AL
(Z) HEMBANESH

TEWFFEAE LA AR
TR RAEM S B At SRR RE 55, Gl H R < NSRRI Fa
“OMEH M AT, LGS APZ R AT RS (WEE.

HAM
Hoak o E . ATE 4R LA A
WEIS . FEL. DU LASOURAT R 4L A Al L) 4 4 2 T sl 3 R 0 sS i aa
VORISR TR SIHLER N B O RS R A
ATLE B2 E I T “OMEr T A

TERAE
FALRFAE B9 NS i o B AR a3 2,

e

et

, LG s LA AR By BANUL B fiE

W, 2B AT G IR T AL S ILE AP B A AR R, B
“ N EN SR PR A R o A

[DVEERLES

ST plE A, BRA A

PR LA B

A 3 T A
Fx2 #HEMBAN “HESHE” HERERHA
25 WG FHIE FE KR
[ 3 AT P LA 22 0 A 19 Wiese, et all'®)0%2]
MR 5 0 A LR P A7 W 52 3 Barajas, et al "
S| mikws -
15 4 5] B PR S B PR R Barajas, et al'"”’
1t F# PURETT L H Hh % 5 Zotowski, et al'®
A )
= LR ) ] LIRS H 22 30 B AR B 2 S AR Wiese, et all'™
{3
ZWATH B E LA P AT TR & 5Bl
Barajas, et al "}
AR B XS A LA FH R AR Bl A 4 28 0
N HAEARITHER Lambert, et al'*]
SIS < e Pl .
REFE T A BT Wiese, et all'™
LA ES H—E W A E R A Furlough, et al®"
A Lutz, et alt’
A ¥ e 2 S B HE AN [R) 09 MR A R AR Natacha, et all'
i Konok, et all®
ap S M4
1 B ﬁb%%fﬁﬁﬂ:ﬁ:/u% Lutz, et alt®’
i BRI R
AN Rl P X T 1 4 DU Abendschein, et all”
= 1
T \ Natacha, et al!"”
/A SR ) A AT G T 5 e
Bankins, et al!®
. Natacha, et alt'
T 7 R 5175 358 R B 100 B 2R AT
Lambert, et al"
sl JoE , .
HEE B 3l 76 X 5 3L 4 2 e Wynsberghe "’
LRI T, . GRn 2 s Konok, et al'?’
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1. ShEALMEWHIEL Hw

HMEFE SR AL S LR A X F AL BE SR ) AR IEZ —, HEAWMZ E SEFW SRS,
BLAF N B AMERE 2Pk 25 W3 52 A ATTXT AILA A AT R i 32 UL A B AT A, 33 280 07 A e 30 T & o 0 55
Wi, — 5, AMERL SRR RS . AR TR A B RS S 2, X B R
SN 0 B AN TN L BAT 04 55 Fh 2 8 2352 e L 55 N S ) % 0L 1) S it N 2R AN 1 1 S
ez B AR UMY BT . LR 1 AR R A ALME S i, ok F LA N e 0ROk [ 28 1
MAVFZ AR, (AR5 NIAKEAH BRI, tH oL NS5 818 2 B T4, Pt 8 B e
ZEEHE S S Y B, MR R e S AT R S LR R A
SN

H— M, SMEAE SR AR T A SHLER AN S A AT N b aiE S o | i SO . AR
HEABEER AR S, FEaPLas A AT LUoE B R 0935 5 2, AR 5 32 M a = £ 24 B
BEOL, TR0, BREES . RERIES, HAT IR P 5 S HLEs AR AT R 2 B, b Ak Sl
e NRIKH O EOR A B MR L

2. NEHABRGFIES R

M F T 2RI S TRE AN “IME” B, BRTFZ2MREEN “HWE” M AAS
75 8% DA R it ot 5 = AR BE R R LA A A2

SRR AL LA NI, PR E TR A B M e . B DL R R A
ST, AR E S S OB KIS (theory of mind) ANy, HEHLEE AR T — bl o B A T
SR A M, T LRI AEAL S HLER AT O R R R AT S e RS ARSI, 1T
DIEBOA M A C R . TSI AL, JFECmS R T A mE G SRy . SHRLER
L FEAE SIS A B PATAE S . ES RS A KR Bk Sl R L miER, X
— R E AL T LA T 4R P B R AR —— i SE A, RIS REHL . HLRSE AR H A B R B A S T O R
HAL SR B H, XS SR AE NS R B SRR B 0 . EAL, M TS Ak By P

StE MMM, th Sl AR LIARYE P ROBOR AR | SR YRS A SRR RRAE . R R R AT
JE R TE BT 28 T A e Ak, BB AR R AL S HLER AT N e RS Z R, DO R Y 22 S AR
RV AN, PR Sk — AR AEE ARG IR AL AR NS RS L HAT S M R R R AE B AR
[, FhosPlas ATEAMERAE b AE 4 B AG F0 i R BT A6 RE A, R P B AR AL 0% 4 A AR5 E I 6 5
GG

A RMENTS , AL AT DU T X P 5 S 8008 i f 4 | IR FE ML o > 0T 4k B9 A% i 55
FR, BRSSP FIRA 2% o X RAE N S EEGR R AR &, B SLa AREn &
HEHAZRRENEM, BASPE AN IRMAAAEZN, —BimS, ANBPLEE NGRS TH P B S8
WECE LW AE R, MBI N 2 0 2 e B ah MR B0 AR i R R VE A TR, kS AL A b Y
Ak, WA EES AN,

B A A SR AR 55 R, AENBRAS TR, SR IE B8 ) AE N IR B VA 0 h R A
REVERE, B8 RICMINA, B2 X R b 5405, J6xF HaE A7 BN (68 71, 3 38 i AW i AT
TR PR EEAE S SRR AT . U NG 2 . AT A IR E &5 A 0 R B W pl R B
SHLES NN S BERE T bR, TFEE & 48, AR S LEs A nT DU B AL iR TS R R, AL &L
e NE LG ERE Ir A O R, BT, #ESPLER A Ha AR 4 A 0% 1 38 2R sl 1 i AR IR
B8 A BRI RE ), AR T AR 45 0 i A= W 45 Bk SE B ILAE B, MRS A A e h iy —
AR K TS W LA 28 2 A T RMEECAEA E th, IR E, i T AR 5 R T Ak 2 S T R
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A HLE ARz B TR AR DA SR A ER AT, 2 A P R IR AT (A 0 2 3R )

WA AL S ATE B PRI B T A FEAR SCRR A, AR ALEE NN TR S
AR T HAE 5 A E S b e R B A9E M (adaptability) . RGP (flexibility) . B2 M (reci-
procity) 52BN (multimodality) 57710, BRGNS REMN T, HaSPLEE AR LURA A © Fr ik
HALE | SER AR OIS B0 PR B AT AC U, X5 AR SR B R R LM AT O A B RO
], U A g b AR S HLEE TR B B SRR (equifinality ), RDREASIE R 55 A A B9 A5 B
DL (A — B A AT LA3E A (6] ) 7 RS2 81

VER NGB AL SO EN 2 — | 0 BRSSP N B 5153 # Z AR SR g 17 2
X I M A SR A BRI A S S R B L TR AR L
WG, CRPARBR, T AN, FEmIMAE, B THSVS AR ER S - ANES, 2S5 -2k
MWZHHERGE (A A-PLEA . PLE APl N) BEh, Rt ik S HLEs A0 B 2k R B B GO0 A% 7
RS 2 WAL S SO T R E NG, TR R AL S LA N MR R EEH W, W AN B TR
LS FIRRY SEAE S E (pro—sociality) 54 [AE % AR 18] 194 44 >

A, MEZHEEENE, FErtasashd i, shaplds ArT RV ATEARTR 835 5 T R A A B 28 0
WA A AN B TR R A N AL S LA A AR R 2 R R DU A Rl A S A S AT, R —
FEAAar 10, 5SS B E RS ZENE TR, B2 TSl A AR MAT N
AR TR — M, A& BHLEE AR AT N RE S & A A AV FE L > 75 DU 2 I el 28 M 23 3% 1%, Bl dn, BRAT
W FEUE I NS AT GE X HAT W 51 3 F i 7 AL A ABCH BRSO g 5 (B S — 5 T, FE B BE X AR
G, TR ANE ML N TR BRI LA AT A2 AT TR

ZARE, BABPAESNRMAT N, RR T HEANE S MIEES B SIE AZEL 5 A
HEAT V6 38 F0EL Bl )RR A 5 A7 2 T A B AR R R T OC R OR W A O UM T B T H FE IR IS
PE Rl ST S A B i NS AR IR T, SR TS U A A 2 AR T A HE YK

= HitE N

2, @RGSR, RQL A RQ2 B8 8| I, T SCH BT AE R | & ST ST B % O ik A 55
WA TS

(—) BEXHSHBEAN: TEEMEEMERFZFRAOSZ

S AT, REAS SCRR AR S LR N E 5 R IR A AR AR S PLER N SR A T IR 2
g, AR AT, AEAUERI S 4 K 2 R0 50 3 B e E TR IR OB kR e X, If Xt
LS N AT IERE DI RE LI

TEREARSCER T, P2 X TH SO ANE X 2 D8 & TR 5 EIR =M a4, X—05
MLER AR BT S kA 22, B 1956 FFR IR “BEENME” PR F &I LIK, McCarthy, Shannon
F1 Minsky %8 A T8 BETT 40 & (EA A . B ARTE 5 A0 B . BEH000 4 A 28 I 4 55 B R AHLAS
NE BB MFEE 2 7 FE B AT LA RS 5088 T HLE AT 9T 5 & 8 b — S LU 3 ok
SR I AT O — LA ATEAR SRR 2 (M) “8eFmy” “1HEm” f “EIEmM™

SR, TosE “BUTFRT PR B2 CERDEMT, SR T HBEENEW S X < 5T e
R—1" WEARZIZIHHAERE SIS NS N TR R EEY, —Jrm, BARES T HMENEHE,
ANTHRMR KRS L, B4 E XS EXE = RFEFRIR, HILRMAFRIR, &7 7F R0
WG FE BRE Y S— O, AR LA A R TR B R, W R AR AR Rk A AR S A S
ARG PR, HX —BCFEORL R R SR BF ORI R e — Ul ), HL O IE Y [a) 20
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S AT A NN — LR AR — W ARG AT 10 LT A BR il i,

B, w2 Bl AWETE B/ D — T R A 5 7 — ZR BEUE 1938 B% | ——) S 2 lde AN B Al E 2 M E
TETIReZ 00, HAHSCHFFEA R HUE — A FOR B, 38 N e — D3 2% . R S EEn 8, KR4 H
PR A2 187 8 A 1 A 2 A ik S5 R B R TR B R R R RIS, Ak S LR AN H R AR TR A AR
H A i, WX k32 Al ae AR H A AL 32 10 T8 2ok . D X ik — Bk, AT AT DA 2% 0k 5 00 4 25
Bl NHEATAS 5T 3 SO0y A SC, M RAE R O SOk A | AR A g+t s ALas A

(Z) Efg “HeH®” Bl HSXEZEBS ANEELRE

HAl, #otlas AiYE LR Z P TR AL 2 P s, WS B s AL as A kk 21 1Y 27wl %
BN L “ThREmy” BRI, RIFEIRIEHLES AL SER R ERE N EE AR Boy “«— AN REE" oiak
71 (a set of individual properties of artifact) , BUARHE =1 | R i HIE J& A5 4k 23 2 FOR MR B0y i g
X —3E T, WIFE A E S AW AL A NPT Re 4 py 75 & | AN, IR S SRR MR AL
TS AL 2 Im R, RS I BBl ER N JF H, BT S L NS T EAUE R
178" (computers are social actor) | #E/%[F] (media equation) FIHLEFIE A 2% (robot morphology) 4§
25 MUAPF 5% A 2 A ] 3 b 75 R Gk — A A S ML A At S PEAE D g ) L ) IE A

SR, e TR BV AT E X4, HETITA SIS N SAEERRT BOR B MR 22,
W mlskE 1Ak AT s & R R S K R KMHAL 9B BN, Gates SF TN A A1 45 Hh O HLas A kb2 1
TEHE TR bRifEfl, AU B KM R PAET &5 X — T, AR B A R S L
fr N AT Rl ST T NRA AR . (H AR NZRIFIE — AR B pk o ik, Tk Zood i A AR 52 . A
Y e S S AR R KT o8 At S AR AE . PLER N ik it . TRk, dldE M W E - ERKE, &%
IR AR ZIMEZ H R m st R Y RS, WAL A et R ETiE B — A4t R
REZAAY “ KRR T,

BAUARE, “RRM” MW EEREAE, AR S, HirkS173h% | e B A imiEs, W
SHMES R R, Wit RS (JUHGE) WHSEREELa AR Akt Hixphi
SR WMIA IR T X E RN S EHXRZ T, ROAEZHNE, " BF52Z, W <6
B LA R A CJEAET B CRENT, IR CRARMT AR AL AR A At
[

MAWTECUEN] , RS ML ARV 2 AR SR AR IH =5 8 A A i, 5 B 3 i R s
TERIMGR BB, (HAEFE S HLAR AR | Bl {0 52 g A Dt 78 ( prototyping) F) 2 Al ('stereotyping) Y 1o
i, —~HBBEENITEH &GP S Z LA g s, 35 250 B g i X 4k 2 HLEs i i ke,
DA SR 5 SCAR X X R g B RS2 2 JF B, R SO S Ak S B (A NS R, S T AR [ 1 4
LA NDIORTE Y | AT DL HO Ok e i 7 S, Bk s Mg AR B 1 5 A B 75 A W) 4k 25 SOk i e
il B g (interpretive flexibility) ,

AL E W02, 2o Th e e v 9 U s X AL N At os k9 B 2 A 2% e Y {EL o 6 201K
N, ATRERNE — DR R EORAS “had #27 o l T AR Tkl as AR IR S & A A
6], Fr L& RpLEs AAt e e A G in s i 2 AR A B i —Ma S E RS T HEZ AL
PlexZ 5Pl Nt . RS Bl B2, Jf il ok 5S04 i 2R AL 36 52 Bk, i e
% DL 25 00 07 B R A AL 88 AT IR T H & S

(=) REZEXH: AMMZHEEFESHSINGNER

TEE AL SHLAs N SRR “Hath” Z4h, o tlas A A FREE N X TR B fE S iy
AR, JF—F o TARB R M SO B m . HAl, thatlas NCHAZT . M, 855, BT



114 X k&I %30 4%
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