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Abstract

Conformity is an age-old topic, and many classic studies have found that individuals are influenced
by the groups around them to change their own attitudes or behaviors. With the rapid develop-
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ment of the Internet, human interaction has gradually changed to an online format, and groups on
the Internet can also be a motivation for conformity. However, due to anonymity and other factors,
online groups are essentially different from real groups, and the findings of herding studies in real
situations are not fully applicable to online herding, which may have unique influencing factors
that are different from real herding. Social influence theory can explain different motivations of
herding behavior more comprehensively and without the restriction of scenarios. In this theory
perspective, factors such as anonymity and lack of social presence may lead to different effects or
ways of normative influence in online scenarios than in real ones, while the effects of information-
al influence are still evident. Accordingly, to further summarize the unique influencing factors of
online conformity, future research can further adopt different experimental paradigms to syste-
matically compare the differences in the role of social influence in different scenarios.

Keywords

Social Influence, Conformity, Online Scenarios, Influencing Factors

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

NI H B E O REAT N, 25 RSN -5, KA SR A2 AR (Asch,
1955). 2022 4 8 A 31 H, FEBEEMZE O RAE 50 ) (f E BB R IR TR , k5
7N, BE R RN 10.51 12, HECY K RIE 74.4%, WK BTSN3 B AR IR HT AR NTE
LM, WELRIE, Bk, %2 Fa%. W ERE SRR BERSAME AR 517 o =
fEH (Perfumi et al., 2019; Zhao et al., 2018). BRI AR R BMLE “TRE” BONVEIRIRIE, 5%
MAREE 5y R, e RS AL o5 me o B, 15 ANATTE 5 BB O R Z2 (R TESS, 2023), %
GRERRRAL, SRR A, T AUE RS (Ye etal., 2022). JEHILHER, BrdBelEsteE, MMk
OISR S O AS . “XEHE” BRI R I KI5 1 25 i 8 SIS 2SI, T8 T IER R Tk
FPORAESE, 2022). HIEEMIRIELHE . EAP A FERBISE KR, BIEERLSS M2 /e -t —
ATROR, 5.2 1 F Pk N D 2 23 [, i ELIER D PR ER AL 2 A a3, - I 05 55 (S 4B 45, 2022)
KL, SEAERIX L, BB e LA R e, 2 A BRI | 5 2 R A i) AT R .

M EML AT, FEANTRIT IR NAEATHT T . V2T ORI, AT ARAT N AT RE 232
BIBEA I (Gergen & Bauer, 1967) fE55 M Fi(Blake et al.,, 1957). P£7l(Eagly & Wood, 1985) A%
(Crutchfield, 1955)5E K 2R 8200 o {H 22 5020 BUAF FUH0 R FH BLSEHEAA 15 R A . B M AR R K 8
RZHETEE R RBAR,  PLTH SN2 B AR 1 7 ORI FE AR BRI 2 OB T S5 1 & 1
M2t BEAERRR, BTEAVEMBUD AL SRR, RSN AR 5 I SE AR A 5T B A
IEJE/‘J(MCKenna & Green, 2002), HEFZ R BRI AT T 5 B SE AR IR L4508 57 T AAR
B AR T 5, 22 B & R 5 R R A TR BO RS2 (L 5o, 2017). BRIk, RIZR 1 Sttt
ARENZS T B 5 TN T SRR A IR RN o A SC AL 22 52w B N A R XA AN RIBEAT 3R 0, 1 X
ANFIFARHEAT L, IR AL 2 R BRI R LA B S5 I 55, IR R M 2 15 S5 rh Ak e 5
TR IS ] b s 2 1] G 2 T W = VAN U U RS A [P

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.137332 2693 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.137332
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

—&l&j’lﬂl!

5

2. H2®NER

2RI ME SN (— A N B BZNE R IARL . 15 SEBUT AR, Zf2m AKIT
HIHRE R 2 (Rashotte, 2007) o #L2xf2Ma BRSO 7T 3 EEAFE 2 foma (28 AL 5 4 2 o ma iRy B2 S J7 T

Deutsch 1 Gerrard (1955)IA, MAAE AL 2 F2ME AP, ARPE AL 252 (SR BUAS [ o] BAIX 73 HH
PRI MAR, A PAPRE 2 foma BG5S B, FF HLF A T 3% PR okt 2 52 e T 52 i s N
. Bk, (5 EPERmEAMATE 2 KR B3 NSRS (5 BAE XTI SL )R RLAR B, 1 dnA>
RN A NAEG 8 8 ERUE A, WS4 NS SR RIS . (5 B0 T AR A
EREMEMAR, BI/MELEM G BRI R, XK B LS R AR AR, DR 0 AR . BT 52 i
RIBMEFFEEH O A BRIHEAS R R, Bl TAEEIE T, M SEAREM R
1T FEHEFZ T B AN RITEE A, BIAMA S BT & Fl 5 245 20 9 (R R0 14 DR 254 A AR
TR, &R TIBREENE BRI HRWEER ), v DFRZ AR AR

Kelman (1961)I\ At s2miidit = ANA RIS R AT sEm: M4k, AR . A5 B sz
W ERIER, PEAEAMAE Sz a2 RS BRI A B S HAR . IAREAMARIA A 2 5
H A S HPRIA T, BE S 38 hnH s B R B S AR BE Y MG S I R 7. BRI, X Pt A
TAMEE I H 8 MARAT AR TR B S R I3 . TR T8 1k B i T g £l 1k A R BB AR S8 A, A
SETRMERIEEAA M OEEZ A A I BN AR AR BRSPS Bk e i T . A E MR A
AT RSP EITEITE DR, WA SR NFERIEANCH T 4 BN B RSz m i/, A
PRHAEE 5L S IR (i R LB R, S THRM S REY 5. — D A A R AR ZEE AR
TR AR B A AT A ml00 a5, T S B S R L 1 R

W 2ttt > g2 VR R S @ 2 s 8. (a5 BT, MR AL SRAR1(E BAE A
B 72 FEZ A, il AOAT R T i S M R S, AR i A LSS B . B 2R
¥)(Chen & Lu, 2015). TELRZ M (Perfumi et al., 2019). ML G % (Greenberg & Liljeholm, 2021)&1E 5%
T, MEETMERARMEIEE, SC8 T B S TIES NS 20 W mEiatgm T, AMilsH
LTRSS A, BLAE DT BN LA EEA B B3, B (Mahmoodi et al., 2022). B
i (Hertz et al., 2008) 5 HUYE M K Z AR S XAMEAT NEES BE = AR sz . (BAE1S — 1R, WAAT AT PR
FE 2R R R T LRI LR, B — AT 0] DA 2 B A B HLLRB)(Chen et al., 2022).
3. R R MREIREA
3.1. &3 ER

ML PG RIET BT HER, HUNFID, AR R AT AR, 2 Ta R
— SRR, MR A S BRI . S PR (Homans, 1958). 2 J5 %3 16 R J& 2 A4
Forf, ERUA RO S B, AATE S S A R R A e R, 2 A AT IR B S AL 2 AT S
B S RHAT R R E R B, BB N BG4S B g o] DO S A A AR, AR SR —
AR (Nord, 1969). [FAFE, METEMZEE 5 NGE AT M S22 BB, APEdSMiaem, DT
KAt 2N AT (Mahmoodi et al., 2022). BREMAGIRG WS, MA MR BB 085, HAK
M R IR JE F, A BRI En] REIE 2 M OGS . BRI AL S e SRR, AR B2 —
PRt 7, HAZOAIHLR R A . B hias, IR BRI b I

3.2. #LIA\EES
2\ B FS AT BRI A E B TR OB, W MES SRS g &, BEad
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KT H LR, I H M SRR . ek @dEe. AR A=A RAE R METE
SERAE N HBE—REA )5, KPR R 5 1 BN E R L (Brown et al., 1980). #FxTif
HNZ IG5, Lea & Spears (199 D)$ t 25 /MEAL RN IR, HAANFE LATHSENUN B B H.5)
AR R (AR . T3 sURA ) 8 = AT DR S 5 S8 R (A= S )R, SR
A, HEREE S MR MREA L . KRBV MEAC TR B IS,  BE44 SR AK A 45 5E IR T
LRI ORI xS T EENRFAEZ —, B, B A AR PO PR R, MR 2R 5 e 5 — 1)
BRI FR) ML TR 8 57 o TR AN 22 7 (AN N IR ) ST il 20 AR A Rl 57 (R 2 A ) ) S 48 e A
EMEAL.

3.3. FHATTEEMN TR

Petty & Cacioppo (1984)%& HAELIIN Tl RE AR, X2 —FifE BN LR, ZER NS E SR H
PR AR SEEL, B O BRI RIS A B AR . O BRI O E BN A 4IRS, EREZENEENE
FIANRIPGE T H O BRI IR 7T AMEBRARAE MG B T AR A B2 5o, HAsE Bz UL
TEOME B 5E BAS AEL KRR . B P LU MAER A RAE T BRAG A S
SN IMNAAT A NTH BT B, B8 ZIg A BT SRR E, A0ia T 500G B 5 50 E W,
B KBRS BT LS MR LS, Ban s gy, AF 50 R P e & A5 A B e — Bl B (1 41 A
AR, VPR WS H R M 9 IARAT A, M TR S A 5 Al BRI 3R (s 50T T EEPE
M) I PR 4 ) [R] sz 28 A R (Lee, 2009), HyH 98 BP0 NFERE R, A B S R At = i A B
FE B ChLEgtR), VRO S B ONE B AR) X A ARAT S A2 /N (Limei & Wei, 2020), X HREMF
R AAENG SRR B 15 00 T A AR P REA A .

3.4. HEFMIERRENENXHINE

M2 AT MR ELEN LA, DLAHE AN 00 R L B AR AL 2 Mk, (B I 2% A5 5 LI
WEIAE, M2 RS MANEE R T, If B 2N A 5 A NBREE) . L R4
PIZEAR T MEEENAE NS, TR S AR A SE R S s e, 23R
T TR U 1 A2 TS, EaU5 A e LA AP SE RIS AT J9(Mahmoodi
et al., 2022). [FFE, H2 N FER AT FZIREAT A E AN MR RORER A AR i
THEGRZ AL RIS BN R (B 2, (HR M2 B A0 B A 2 B A IR R e R, HAE
AN FR IR B MARAT NI EZ B, EIEAZME B, Beran % NQ015)BFFLIRER 1A A+ 2 B 43 AT
FAAEM 28 REA A I B AR, SROIAEE NS S5 H ML, BRFREHRERNS 58 NHHR R
T, S AR NMAIE AR A B SREA 2, RS BIREEHE. Fik, BREREILRKZIHL, M
2% LA NS BB O IME RIS D AR ZEE SR A W AE i S SR AR S AT A . T
FEAR N T 0] R A — 5 FEE b RETRAN AP AS FIAB AL AR P 25 4k 2 AR RIS, A BN A A E
YONREAR BN B15 202t A A B AR — R R IRTE A B AR T, AT I RS B s . HLHE R
SRR, A SER AR G 8 A S TR BRI S R, BRI E TR L 2 sk = (B 44 1)
EIAEE, (HH T ORERE, MR AARBIBIHLER Z R 7T

P2 ISR EERAL, MR AT REALFAR NS S, RS RLHAE, WA R T REHA A R TR
T AR X, AE 2 BB R RE ST RIS SR R UL S AN R SIHLI M AREL S, MR e = 32 2
AL ) EZAE T A FE L. (B SPSER AR SCEARE, S MERERR 52 SRR
W28 AR SS F MR A 2 0 Bb, BANMA DUB AU S 0 34T T30 v BE R IR A it 2 B2 R R
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PRGN R 2 5 AN ST ER (RS2, DAL I 2 2 S5 RV 28 R i 1) R SR s AT e 5 IS A B AN Ao 17 Y
2% bR AR A S TSR AT DL AR SRR i oh B 22555, (5 B 2 Sma T SR 2 = 2 ]
Pk, HHAREIRAREL, S Roma B X 3 BRI P RS (A 22 S2m mT AR AN [F) SRR B AA R 5
IR A [FHE 5N s AR B . HLLRESE A A REAL 2 AR TS G BOBIHIL. X 28155 S5t v Y 1k B i ) R
FRE SIS R AR, DAt R BRI R A IA A = T2 MRS R 2 A, PLZE R 9L
LGS AL T AR T, S0 AR P 28 AR B8 T S0 e 2 DAAR B MUK S T PR 3K

4. MEBERPHEESFWAIER
4.1. MEFRDITEMERmAER

Asch [ 28 B W S 56 R A& FIVE P S0 Va5 o 76 5256 h 2 5 38 1l B R I W A [RI 2R B 2 TR K
RIES NN S, ZREM S N, HEAHAMS 5Z @ FREH W FEMEM B EREIEZ G, 25588
S T H B R [, SEBR SR X 2 53 HIR VRN, ATRARF At 2 85E, BRI 4 A (Asch,
1955) {HRELMIGOLT, XMRTE R M L9855 7. Cinnirella £1 Green (2007)#K 3 1 £ LATHE L
RENITE SRR, AR “HVatERm " BURME. ZF 7Y B T2 “Asch ZBCAINTSLLS” , R0V
Z5F%VDEA B I ENERMITNER. £25FEFEMNERH, 2B RS HBABLE H
— B AR I B o IX ISR 1) 45 R IS S R i A5 AT T B, RIAE T AL N BV @ )
BT, 258 NARMEEEFK. PHRE AR 2R AT ENL 22 BB SR, SR M AR
FESAFAE R R s AN B 22 BN 20 ok 55 o S ot R A 52 10 (4] K 55 ] 2 s F s 36 4 SR 1) 22 57
T, LE TR S, PRSI A R 50 A AR B 25 (Bond & Smith, 1996), itk He 53 4 F A A% A 1F) B
o (HRAELE LN SUWBEFT T, AR 18] () AR K P 3 38 34 31 2 3% 7K~ (Rosander & Eriksson,
2012)0 X PP SRR S R OB AN [F] s i e 36 45 SR 1) 22 e 1 SR B AR 9T, P2 T, X WJ
REAE N E GG S B Z AN AL AP AE, 23 10 38 PR VE MRS i (R S8OR 17 e ML Xof RS 12 S e B
UK, AR AR S RIS = R, M AT & (Cinnirella & Green, 2007; Rosander &
Eriksson, 2012),

HEUDHSAFAERPL, AL PR 2 L B ) ) —Rr il 48 ML) 25 AN AL BEAR VR B4 B 44 1
(RIFEM , B4R A (R PR R BE 42 1 22 5 80 FRROIR I BRI (5 MBOIRES), AT S BURBYEAT . FE4E
SR TTI, FEAA S BN ZAME R RE B R IR DL S G 2 1Y) B (Diener, et al., 1980; Zim-
bardo, 1969). T 4ARH EAMRE IS BIRA DLEE 24 PEAE SRl AR ARy —Fh B 3R 15 s>
FPRAS, FEO 2GR A 2 AR v B B2 b, AT 2 BURERTEAT N (Postmes & Spears, 1998). 7E4L
DA R AEE R SRR BN, IXPEE A PERRAC T B RRER, WD T RIS Jy, BRAK T
A=A AR

H2, X FRELYE R B9 D LT & B 2E 0, BRI RD R RS PR 52 8 ) — KSR R (Smilowitz et al,.
1988)0 EMAMBN FIFE 2N FEREAGA S, 24— NBIH2 SRR, BRSO MR R Ik
Z SR AT BB, BN AR, X 2 5 S ARG 04 2 50 ) 3 98 (Turner, 1991). TifE
B A4 I 2 A serh, BRI VE AT RE A 8OK, TS BORTEPERZ (058 . Postmes 45 A(2001)5%5
WE TERFAANRI R PIE ST, A e At e m s e, S 535 9N e 21 4 (2
R R EEEE AN 23 G R P4, 8 A A) B AT 55 8 Rt e T ) B8R S 1 1) AR
W0, T IREONRE, RN EAMESE, S 5E PRGNS AT, RRES /NI AT —
TR AH 2 R (BT e AR 5%, EERAG PR B LU T /N AR J3 iy, 3R/ INHAR 3 [ it . 2 0 SR IR i) i 47
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S XK EREFENZ TR AN ROERN, B AR BN R A U, T 2R AR A o B B DR AR
M, ERS 5 W ERR N AR RTT R RIS IRE S FAEHLL, A KA E B T AR
PRV (07 A e o D, RV PRSI RCR 5. [AIRE, Lee (2000) AU, fEALE BB
FIEOL T, ZMAA 2 SBOSREAITERIIEA, T0 HiE 2 S BO REARE R E R m A% B,
W4 2% e 44 Vo RRVE MR VR TR BRI, AV B E MRS S A AME B TSRS, BE
& 7 RRVEPERE W Ay, (B AR AN R RIS DL, AMEACER R SR I B 2 IR 2 ORI A 2 B 6
(IR, AT G B 2 AN 1 5

FE A2 AT SR b, IRVE PR R R B IE SR, 2 HOA A5 N (2020)0F 76 A4S T 5 R 2k s ik
VASKIR A, A BNMALEAE 203 Pt DX b R AR AMBUE AP, RV P AR A 8 i e 308 P g I g e —
Ao AMAMARTE AT RERE N T ILBIE S LASME H bR, Eeanabe: B Bl REQ2DBTFUAIL, R
PP, RGBT R BEREAT MOARPE B, I FLAXRR M AT AR, 3K A2 R M AR ¥ 98 AT AR 32
THIE B BB K o [FIFE, RIS DRI, S AMARGERIR A MARBIE 77, 3P 7 i A 228/ (Hu
et al., 2022). BRULZAN, RIZ ERRVEPERC N B2 By ik AN AR RN B B, REAMAAT v iz, b
N2 5 W4 I T K 75 /04 BE R 5 1 7 AE AW T LY (Savolainen et al., 2021).

4.2. MEFERDPEEMERWAIER

5 IR RS S T AN BEACRIT N AR R, AT TR BN LSS A LS5 . 38 50 Ik (b [ HLER R 4%
RIBIRBLG TR ) BIR, 2022 4 B4R, 86%[MIM REHEAT I MM, 75% 11X B FH I 266 ) a8
ARG, 2% IS B ZISE e NS D7 J7TH R . SILSEANE], 28 I I 9% A o e B R
fips b, WIER NI, AP EiARTS E OV E EE, Burnkrant and Cousineau (1975)#8H:  “2—/AN Ak
BT T, AoV B G AE fid 7e  VE A P S RPN, 2Rt N R R AR A G T
i CESE PERRMEYE . 7 Zhao 25 AN(2018)%: T 4L REMAEE VKT P 52 BIFE LR VTS R R FR AT T
HRFRERERN AT, TE RIS 1 SO0 2 2 A TR A, 45 R ILEE 4 VP 2 REma o 5  10r, 1F iR
JR X SR AT AR AE S {5 55 0 [R] IR 5000 D 32k (14 R0 e 56 7 i AU AT F M o Chen R Lu (2015)
MR B F R 52 Y 2 A D s R R 22 RS T 650 44 SV X 1 I 25 TGN 51, 3R B4 25 (A
TN . BARHERE . A NHEZE) AR I AR A 22 5200 778 ARG IR, (5 B PR 5 A VA0 R 2%
H 2 R S EAE O Kang (202 1) [FIREWE SO AL R B B 52 IR 3R 5 0 G v 860 &) L B A7 AE I
FHOG, X FRTR NAE AT 5 B v R D SR AT I, A Fh 2 I8N HE IR BT 3845 15 BB 2 35 Bh Bl e e
BEAT PR B A B . RS TS BRI ITE R .

W28 EHEAT (75 4515 sl th 2 2 B A5 B . fEMKIEERE T, 5 FE ] LLE R 2Rt 2
GO, W HABAR VR (R IR PR A T, FL S A R, R A T SR 2 MR R,
PAFEEE O “ B M8 (Zhang & Liu, 2012). WA WFFCIE, R4 % FE d i B /N BR A4
S — R FIWT, IX S RO RN O 2 ] Ok RAE B, S8 AR RS . IR, W
LR INI A 22 R AR FRAR 58, 25 5 SR A4 245 B (N 3RS BBV 22 s ma #8082 I e ot . 5
WERFFUR I, N N BILE SR B 8 e S S 52 B A $ 55 # IE F W52 (Lee & Lee, 2012; Zhang & Chen, 2017).
Zheng %5 N(2021)F R T ARER G 5 LS MAT MM SR LA SE O TR, 4REH,
2 NAT B SR B ARG, AW aR . X B R I B = (500, A AT e M AR, B
PEAROGHALZE R I, ERACEEREOT, BE 0GR T SRR LPP KIS 5 HIMEm L, X&E
HREST A AW B G, KBS EE. X5 RSE L8, AE2(E 5 MR 1 52
K7, MBS, MAPEB R (Crutchfield, 1955). BRI Ab, V522 6 1 502 ST 70 4518 R R
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W TSNS St ARSHEE . XS RBOMITE . A 25 11 07 55 22 A5 JEL 1P B i [N 3R R R AE AE 2 5 P i R 3l
(Rosander & Eriksson, 2012; Schnuerch et al., 2015).

5. MEERPHEESNXBMFERF L E R
5.1. LIRS AL A X B9 SR FF SN B 3=

T SC DASE 22 52 ma SRR A A I, 28 A A 5 L S A ) R e s e R AR R O S AR KA TR,
FEFRZ — RN NS AA R, Rk, P4 — S S 2 77 18 1 DR 25 2 b B3 1tk M ids
B o At S AEAE SR 46 B AR B HoAl A B FEE (Short et al., 1976). FEM RIS B BRI 7 15 150 (0w
B Z BN, B2 A AR AELE) T, B R A (R 1 o 2 k2D o I 2% rRoE AR Ry FR A
D FAE T, LI D V) 388 X SR B A A A 2 A AE 9D, P RE 22 PR T AMAR IR (Cinnirella & Green,
2007).

LT, A n] LUE SCAZ BRI 3 5 M= E R 1) &9 (Tu & Mclsaac, 2002). Z
R CEUEN, G RIEER, ZHM, RBRIA TR 2 BN B AL S A7 AE = AR )

P RAE R — Pt SRR R, A n] LI 35 B 5 B0 21 (1941 2 7776 (Gunawardena, 1995). & F'3k
1%, WERR, HEAUIE SZ40 2 P RAERIE R, Lee Al Nass (2002)% FH a7 28 i Al K38 M G 7o R B, #k
B R S R AGRAE IS R A, AR AL 4% [F) o 58 A+ 51 g, BEAEAREAE, R
HE 2 —8 A MR ML 2 500530 5 A0 168 1078 88 0(Tu & Mclsaac, 2002). AW 73R H
S E AN RGBT E AL AR, IS BUE 2 A ARAT . Wijenayake 55 A (2020)87 5T 1 28 1A
WARIEA R BT I MARAT 25 . — R BB HAUE B A RIER), 5 —H oy m i
AT AT B9 N 52 5 I ok B B0 R 3471048, 45K, m Eah A BRI Z A, BT
BN TS THSAEE . R A TR TR OB A5 HA NPT W, AT AT 2 T
L1 15 v RN B R Ak 2 AR AR A A 2 AR B S HE IR 25 (Lee & Nass, 2002). 7E—IUHFFCHT, FA R 2B 0
SONEX FEAR AN T IR ) M AAT A 32 25 SR AR, 1T A FF 25 A (Rt i) S5 o %o B A T L) B
2= 52 B B RS0 23 52 BRI M B2 (Sowden et al., 2018). PRIXT T TG HE RSN T LIRS, &
PRIGA TR SBMA S BRI EER K. Wijenayake 55 A (2020)0F LRI, 5w i S A T4 5 58 s 1)
HEME 2 FECE M AL AR

PRt AEAE LA, N4 B 44 Vet 2 S B e 1) o — KN &R, B ML S8R Mtk %
AMAALFE R X AN N IR BN R 99 (Zimbardo, 1969), 528 M i 5 520 A F 36 1 5 0 4 1 985 76 [
o BALHAREINA, WRNMUEEMARPIRES THATEH, MG SEmaE sk, X2RA
i Z BB AR 1, HFASNFIAS B A, NI IR 4 R AL 22 FVEAT FH E J1(Short et al., 1976;
Latane, 1981) {2 X FRIE 14 100k T BRAX PR T BEAR AN FIA R IE DL T, 75 X MELIPIRE T, B
OO O NRE SIS, R SR T AR R E AR AR R, A S E TR AR, ik
I} Fe AR S O R AR 38 K T B (Spears et al., 2018). X 5 =AML (A2 A R ZY (100 A — 2,
EPEEA AR R B = M 28 1 55t, AN B FR A R 5 25 5 3 B AR R AR 2Rt B AR PR B A O 8] T B, |
il 3R, AT BR BE B R M 2 MR S S, e G AT . (HRIERZHIBHT,
W 265 B 42 T AR AR SR AL S 28 BN ), /MR 0 MAOAT A SIE . BB 44 M S 3 Mk
MEZERFEZER. Perfumi % ANQO1)RIA T AELE St Z/MERXHE BTG W E, B4 58
PRI B R B AT LA R ML, SR A Asch 142 BUHI T 55 FIASOR R FEE AN (] (14 368 2 A ) 2 R0 3 14 A0 A
BYEmsgm, g8 R E ML E =T, BEEHERIR LA AEF DN L1 = 1 4 1
SR ATIREE ORI
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5.2. MZERPERMENXBIRFERNE R

5 IR RE I S AN AR A ml A5 S AL DU B I SE ) LSS R R, AR SR A Al N
BRI T A BRI IIE S, MEL PR &ML IS T R N5 B ) 7. Fik, E85
PEMAR ) EZ R F A P IRE B RR BRI —8t. X TGS, BAaE R ELR MERT
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