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Abstract

Food Safety is a core course in the Food Science and Engineering program. Traditional classroom
practice has been conducted in the form of group topic presentations, which suffer from limitations
such as uneven student participation, insufficient adversarial thinking, and overly uniform assess-
ment methods. This study takes undergraduate students from the 2020~2022 cohorts of the Food
Science and Engineering program at Chengdu University as research subjects, and systematically
evaluates the impact of debate-based teaching on learning outcomes in the Food Safety course. The
reform encompassed multiple dimensions, including curriculum design, instructional methods, prac-
tical components, and assessment mechanisms. The results indicate that debate-based instruction
significantly enhanced students’ ability to analyze open-ended questions and exercise comprehen-
sive judgment, while also markedly improving classroom participation rates and overall learning
satisfaction. The findings demonstrate that the introduction of debate-based pedagogy effectively cul-
tivates students’ dialectical thinking skills, stimulates intrinsic learning motivation, and strengthens
their capacity for professional judgment in complex food safety scenarios, thereby contributing to the
deepening of industry-education integration. The successful application of debate-based teaching
in the Food Safety course offers a valuable reference for instructional reform in core courses of sim-
ilar applied undergraduate programs.

Keywords

Food Safety, Debate-Based Teaching, Dialectical Thinking, Application-Oriented Talents, Chengdu
University

Copyright © 2026 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. 518

TN MRS TR, i ESZe T mz0R e, RENAME TN LY. 51
WA AL SRR RE AU, B SERSEYE BT A S I Bk, BE
BHEMZEEMIR, Hha a0 B 2 A I R THR [1] . 8 2 AU AR 22 ) AR AT 75 22
AR FE AR LSRN F AR I SR b, BRI Z TR AT BEUE AT . RUEE R TR RO AR R T [2]
SR, PR HA TR E R ZEFREAERRRR, DU/NMLIRBC O Z 0B SEBA T, AR
NG B RN AERHE B4 ZR[3] . BRI AP o alcrE il H 2248 118 i ik, 2B R&FEL. sh=HHE
SN, X IR G TR R BE A RS IR AR I R 4R RE T [4] .

e A 2415 (Debate-Based Teaching Method, DBTM) & —Flt LLEE M AL 18 B A% O S B0 £ B 2 ) 5
BE[5]. FHE AR R E A E LG E RN P RE, RN AR EANFE . DHRAE
B, BHETESIAENS A SUT R FIVE s . BAERE JT . X SLUL A BB AN VA I Ak e 1 R FE[6] [7]. AR
LA, PR E R A MRS, (ARG R SE B B EE L . AR TR T R R A
HE (OBE)H &, LURAI R MAIES TREE Y 2019 (% 2022 AR N R, RE5INFHFIFAN
FEE HBEEVET & L A R S SRR IR, E S Oy E O A REIE R RE I IR IR RUR, DUA
[F) R URAE ) 207 U AR L SRR 577525 .
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2. BFUEEREEREKE
21. RGHEFRANBRESHT

FRHR R 5B 2 R F IR (2 4y, 32 ) AT R R PR v £ A DL/ BUe i .
PL 2020 Zi(n = 93) NS R, RFESEERIAYT i 5~6 NALRCI/NAL, M ZT S0 6 i 22 4 AH 5 U0 b i
WWFIEHEAT IR IR, 5 RRS 20%. WK IR A 100 4, Horp B 2 AR B R 5 E
W) 5 60 7, WIR IR H 5 SRS 60%. X 2020 20242 Ay #EAT 0T R B AORL AT P
BI85y %N 58.7%, THERFIAE RN 54.8%. FFHMES H Bk 83K T2 W AR B H 24
15% (P < 0.05). & @ N0 MR, HEIL 70%00) 5 A48 2 EAAAE N A B —4k . B Z 56 SETH AT I R R, Y
B HI AR ST R R R IUARIE IR . X — ISR, ERBCAHRN TRFRZEZ TMA ISR E
it 224 )RR RE JIAAE B A AL

2.2. FHLAHFERIE S B

P A HCAE A BAR TR AR T b 32 SO ST B AN h O E BOE 2, i 54k A Hie
S, ) E RS AR SO R R X W SEBL R AR BER TH[6]. DX AR GERHIE S “XPHE 2 B B — %
T, BUACHRS SN 5 A M AL B L R B, 51 AR N el M B AL s I, i I
ST IR A B S A L e, (R EVRBE R85 SHEINE 734 [6] [7]. AE3X—#Earh, SO th RiRL 1 3
BNRE G 3, AN MBI B AR E AN UEE, WA 2 A B R Y B 2 17 5Bl AT
WA BEBIE . RIERG I TRET ) SRIERETI[8]. BRI BN RIRELR AR T R FIRS, IR
JERTFER SRR, I — XUl IR AR B TR AIE B4R A 0@ 12 [9] . FASI i iR, Ak
ABCATNHEREENEAIE =R K, B LR ENE . PRAACHE 2ot s
BORFWE, RS BGEI BB R 7 RIRIEM I L=, AR IS HIPEL A (N PR . IR IEE 2K
VI [ J52) RE 8 B 2 AL AE LI TR R R . B S AN P i 22 e R B A R A s =, AR b A
V] VR 8 I (B B 0E 7 PR BE K EE5K, 5 OBE B v BLAE 17 i (B /1R B A% 0 H AR IR 2 180 e — B[2]

3. ARAZ*
3.1. BRI SRR

N PEAl B RT3 O P R, AT 7 R I HE SE 6 BEvE i i) i Ja %o Bl 2H 5
7 o DU R 5 TR 2020 Z4(n = 93) A VE R IB A (1 g2 ), L 2021 Zg(n =
93) A1 2022 K (n = 95 NLE A FHE NEBFRER) . = MES A B NG 5 EL ) B R 1R
FRILRL T A I E 2 2 5P > 0.05), EAW M. Fra S h R T REITRE, HREAHN. %
BATRRGE K B AR S MO R R — 3, R A AT
3.2. SHERBCEHMIRIZR

H 2021 gD, 4 S5 IRAR 5L BRI A /N RS R A TS e v S M AR e 28, [FII OR BE L AE PP
20% A EE . BAARSCHE T Ran :

(1) BUBBETE: A B AT RO 2 A AL O R R 3 R 4~6 AT BT UM RS
VOB, WUEATH R LT & 0F: 1) BAREARIE U018 SR RO 2) SRR H s EE N 3) I
P SISz S Al . BARBUBOR B AL (L2 1).

(2) HHE MO IG5 NIETT GCRR A ) A s 7 (B A ) AN HIBL, f34H 5~8 A, 1@
R E LY, IR A TCIEANN B B T R A1 A, T 204 THTRE 70 1E s 9 7 TR 4
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Table 1. Examples of debate topics in food safety science course
#* 1. BmREFH B Z W RG

U 5 it e m
y B NCRERE RS RORI, ERIER o e ai 4, ORI A
W R
2 RRT NAARLET H K AR SR N Y R e A T
BT R 7 T 2 SRR A, RN
3 YRR T80 HACCP JoR S e FIAk 24 ) 1 2 B EL S WM R, Bl PR RS A
oo s — 3k ooR g SRIELE A ‘ o \

N T A & S s ?

(3) FEMILEM: RS R ZEARBHE IS, FIHARERE LIBBRIA(E R 75 5 4380 ik 5 R 2 (HAH
% 308 HHBEHE (L0 /BB HREI(E R 7% 2 08 PYAN AT, A FEdL 35~40 434

(4) P PLE]: BE Z 4R R, BT ERET(60%). 24 HF(20%) 1% B T (20%) = 5 L [H] 58
o VEUERE RIS 10 SIS SIS (30%) . YR IR ARG (30%) . XX T A AR S AT
RUIEI R (20%)  FRIE T -5 HIBAME (20%) -

(5) WG MRS R G, BREASE 500 FHIBHE MRS, FEIE RO 0 wE,
H Qi i R TE B 25 A YW B, AF 9 BEiE AL RE 7 VP4l 1 SR HE AR -

3.3. HEHRITAIgHR

FENCRIE R IR RO H (PR B RS R 1590 26, 38 4 60 4y, HES SR
(%) HRZE B H AR FE BOMm A, o R R EE— B (RS 2 AR H i 5 38 R ), & H )
Fr— 2 IFBOT e . B RS HEZ AP0, B 2 23T G BUOAME, M EEa SR
FE o ERCR AR AR (1) RE EBNR S WK (B ORI 5%, B IRG T — K, IR E 2= 1)
(2) PRFEZ )R ECRAZ wF 5 ER NG, ZWAREAIEE, Cronbach’sa=0.87); (3) H#4EZHE
(DS ke K S K, i B KA 5 LB ) .

Uit AT R SPSS 26.0 B, XS AE TR B 43 70 F g AT AT A t K256 (LA 2020 AT
M), #MECSRA Cohen’sd THEA; St = /MNMEH ISR ZE 7R H R T 20 HT(ANOVA):  BRAR 5 ATIK
KA HES B 50 (Kruskal-Wallis H #5538), 2 3% K15 & A « = 0.05.

3.4. MR E

G B Ve SNHC A A A BIE B AR JE N AE N BRAR,  ASHE e BB 2k At L 51
BT TTi%, DA B Sl R B Sl R R B St 3. R A ES RN, 0 2022 2 A 1545
FEERI (L B ARSNRR) AT R, SR 18 LS 5 ATTR(4L e N, o
3HtIK), I ATHL 2 AERUVNAT S (A 7~8 A2, . b KRG AL, DU A F e
SFAEERRR A Al B ER I TR S E AV DS EET, WKL) 45~60 b, 25
R RE e 2Rk, JF e BB 2 77 5. TRRIENEISELL T OB IT: (1) %38
R SAAEQMATAS RANGH I SCHRBORE, W0 2> TOMEHRES R (2) B RME: AL ROLBHEZN 18
YeipAe 5 KR (3) MEFAR: ARG TS X FT G A A 5 B it 22 4 1] A R R B A AR AL (4) TR
5NN s AR SR ST R A R A ) T BT S T RS o T S SCARSR A R AL i (Thematic Anal-
ysis)BEAT Hifish, 1 44 BT ST AL S A D i Ja 2 D RS GE IR, BURTH A T 5 L .
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4, RS54
4.1, HARE X FF SRR E S4ree N

Wi 2 fiw, 2021 Z0f 2022 2527 A0 T AR B i b R OHE R B 1R 23 BT e 77 00t BB A2 21 (2020 21)3%)
HEFERT. 2020 (G HBEE) MR TS 5> 3N 58.7%, BN 54.8%, FMEMIH 215 0% N
57.2%. 2021 Z(FHEZTE —F)M Bt difg 4y 22428 TH 22 66.3%, 1HR T2 64.7%, JFHCMER H 2%
H1395 %5 65.6%, ¢ 2020 3= 8.4% (t = 3.21, P < 0.01, Cohen’s d = 0.58). 2022 2% (BB HF4E —4F)
BB T, MR HT AR5 3K 70.2%, 1TEEIEA 68.5%, SEE 13N 69.6%, 2020 it 11.2%
(t=4.37, P <0.001, Cohen’sd = 0.79), % 2021 Z&$2 = 4.0%.

Table 2. Comparison of open-ended question scoring rates across cohorts

2. FFERHREATFMERB S5 RELE

LR HUEE A FRLI BT RS 53 % (%) B S5 2 (%) LA (%)
2020 Z(n = 93) TR R 58.7 +11.6 54.8+12.9 57.2+12.1
2021 Z(n=93) LR 66.3+10.8" 64.7 +11.3" 65.6 +10.9"
2022 % (n = 95) FHRHE 70.2 £10.2 68.5+10.7" 69.6 +10.4™

#: 'P<0.05; “P<0.001, FFELLL 2020 HANTRRABAT I FEA t K5

EAERENE, LA E A UAIE S RS IRTT B, ERZ AR 2 4 B 5 1R
R AT RE IR TR AR o ARG UIGR, SR A DO TS ) N, REAE R — LA H R IR, R
Al T S MR ROR S B AN YE N B 2 A R TT R G M, TS S PSR B I A TR
MR Jr s, SULFER, AEBBRREBEERT: AR BIEAS A 8 T ERAE S5 BRI )
ik, MRREWH TR RS B SER S PR R SERE R A IS, BRAEAE A
WA ERa A XK, BREAEEAA MDD TN R R BT It
A%, NHARRAE R 2 e 5 PSR L b I 5 e BB T B BEA, X R B AR A 0
REJI B IR B SRR A - U4t [ E Z 2 WA IR R (FRade iy 1 Wit 558 157 R A 4L ) 22
FEG R (P > 0.05), RYIFHAES H S0 R KB E T BAME,  5He (R0 BhE B4k
W€ R IR w2 AR T BRSO 2E 57

42. RES5ETN

WREMEHIR R, JIABHEEAE, AR R SR B E R T 3). 2020 TR
BIESR T RBCN 034 + 0.21 X, T 2021 AR S IRER E ST 2 0.52 £ 0.24 Ik, 2022 gt — 4
T4 058 + 0.22 ¥k. Kruskal-Wallis H #3627, 2021 1 2022 2% 5 % 442020 R)M L, ¥ EA St
FRFEFEFP < 0.01). AHAIEBNN A 5L 9RH] 2 5HLHI (R4 5 A A ZERRE R AR E M OOF PR )
A RSRR T ARG A U 222 2 5 R A . ot iR, 2022 Zse i AR T sk br 2 5
ik 98.7% (AUANFI 27 AL PR S, 1T 2020 2kt FRAL /NI #R b 3E 1 h2p AR iR 3 2 5 A 2 40%
(T Bh#EMEZIE )

FER R AF AR & T AR R S Mk K b, R AR R S 5 0 IR B AR
S NP R T A B AR, R A RS I 2R SIS 2 A R U N H R, BT
IIPHR N AR BE R S5iE W, JR4E B S EMEM AR R . XK, BRSECAEA ROE 1A IR E S
HrR, @7 IriRE” | “S5FH7 MO, NEITTR LS E M2 er R SR T A
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Table 3. Comparison of classroom participation across cohorts

* 3. BFRRESSEIERLR

R Horrs YNSESTIY S0/ ¢ (at] BHEHLIR 25 % (%) 5 )1 (%)
2020 Z(n = 93) LG AR 0.34+0.21 40.1 (JLHR) 83.2
2021 Z(n = 93) R 0.52 +0.24™ 97.8 (Hi) 91.4
2022 2 (n = 95) PHEH 0.58 +0.22" 98.7 (3iit) 96.1

¥E: "P<005; P <0.001.
4.3. FIHEEEN

WREAES )R A A 4 R R (3R 3), 2020 iR E N 83.2%, 2021 HIETHE 91.4%, 2022 2Kt
AHETE R 96.1%. X EHO A ACAER TR b, SR RS R S I (87.3%IE £E) |
W58 T ) AT ME(91.2%0E 8« FE R TR AR (89.6%03E BE) « IR TR B b 2 A IEUR 4 LT BE AR
(85.4%i%4%) . X LG IF T S i Uk B 2 AR E RS T AR Th D) S22 T 4Ry U0 R S 2 IR . 2
S B R 2 5 5 AT RN ) B8 D B AR R ZE I, FONHARRR 1 WO RUR S i S b 2 B iR .
PRSI S NB BT T AR S F T 1 {5 BRI =, R 2O ot a5 A
EVE, ORI RS G D0, T I SINLE N AEEOE D e T R R R R R . A
W R AEAE — S AR R, 0 A AR AR I 1] AR 5 51 (62. 1% W A TR 3G 0 2 /N BA_F/VK)
43 [F) S AEAE R IE Bk 45 (38.4%) » (HZ Al BHA 13 DUR N M LS & Z & UGB, KR
(VIS SR V2 0 TSI o A e, AT 3G 58 1 0 R T AME I A xR “ 22 USR8 SO B
FH B AR RAR 6 = B4R T I B R IR

UbAh, TERHE OB MR EIPA H, 2022 Z2E R iR S R I 2 08 s A 1 LU Bl A B 74.6%,
RPBEAEE IR A5 IR P T A D IR B I T R A RS0, i s TR G R N IR G B g5 R 5 fx
REH(2020 gy 28.3%). X —ZEFHEAEEMAE FRE N, R\ILABUEHIEIERE 775 A BHIE R4y
T LA 3 oo A sk

44, RMEBREERNMNATELI

Xt 18 A4 s A MR A A U R e 2 AR RN 9 T HE 7R 1 A R BRI

(1) FRIRES R AR AR EERIRAN E2IH R RSP 24 (AL RS
27%) Wkl 7 BENS TSR R SO EAR SR, P R . BleA L A R SR u L A
FARIEMEZE . A5 KT 22 A N BE AR B M 28 ), A2/ NA A 7> TR RS % AR it
FAME, BRINTARE A BRI e R R R e MR AR, ™ A TOARLER R
RAKP 22 AL (SR BUR 27%)£E Uy TR 5 3 S v 26 B Br e g VR A, = SEAREILLE AN RIS 2] [X 73 B AAIE
a5 MR, PARHE LORE £ i 22 2 B L FRF A o SRR 5 .

(2) BHET7 AT JE A2 . AEAE IR KR T JE o B BOEHA IR AL, = AN KP AL 22 8 E R 3R
Jo CAERARRANEAG - ADIERER” « SACTH A RS BN R A B SRR R AR,
Bln “ DLET S A BB SS 1, IE S BRI RAEH A8 5. WG H” o hEK
V2R A AR A B 2 AR EULAE ) R TR R4 e 1, A S AR RS B A R A 7 3 S S B XU
ML R AL WA IR (0 22 S e AR 22 (AR AR U B 22 AR AR A RIS BE AR B 1, 4n DL BE
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EEF %

B R E NS E %A, BUERIELER RO ARE . B AR T o RN Rs—DH
s ARG IRAAEAFRE /T2 AT R T AR IE Q[R>S —— s KPS 2R R IE T 3006 IRk T
AR TORVEAR L, TRE EARACT A E R R 2 S I AL, th R RIRAL 1 AT 225 B B B

(3) PRI 5 X SR o 25 7KT 2 A 3 [ A o 1 e T S DR X A I I s ) ——7E A VR IR A 58 RO kA
2 NS SLIRHER A B3R, RO DO R BHE B ORI BEAh, 38.4%H) AR T A
FIRE R RILRFEE, U AU IE R TR X WP AR R UR B AE VR AR RIS, A% o
FAERIBREIIETR . FRFUEVIRIE R T ARG % 2 RCR R A fUKCP A R AR 22 R 1, X2
AUARARAL L) 7> BRI R M AT . EARTTRMEAKR B HIES 5%, P RefF EX e Br %
SN R PR 22, A IR LR AR 3

5. ¥1ig
5.1. HHSRBFE I HHE B R IEFFIH)

AW FLERE W, BHERHFIEN FAERNE B4R 92 A B2 ER, 2155 1 OpLH
PLR = AN 5 i DAL A«

s R BRI E R . BHESEHI R AR AR I E LY, X EME AR VA
MBS R R OB, R FERIT FE 4R 8 SE3A IR, R B 7 AT R IR . X i AR S EL A
X A7 TH (Understanding of opposing perspectives) (A ETI s BE— 35, S AFUE 4RI B i) 4 B 2644 [10]

B, RIRPXTPUERR S AR BOE SN o B AR R SR A AR A A B [E] P R R T 18 A
DR G 22 AR AR AR Gt /N AR — R 1, 10 7% 0K A 22 4 A DGR AE 2 2 TR B 640 v it
UERPRE, RIS BRI 2 0 H0E A RZ 5. Bloom 20 H Ar 4 2824 LA A PE4/r (evaluation)
A3 (creation) /2 VX B B A IAT M[11] [12].

F=, FHIEREERIARI S . ARR S 10 BB AR SR 2 A DUSE = 05 ML B AE R T (i dE, I
Zb G A RORUE: RIS —AMB a5, AR XU #RHE A SCEREUA TR ST A RO 4E . FIARYE
H OB XHZ A AR SE B e T, B ST X T2 R T 1) R S IS A 35+ PR A e 7 ZE B 4 3
UE B 5 (R R R 518 o X — IR 35 Bh 28 A0 IR R R VR N TR A 1 S B S LRI [13] e [RIR, 22198
WERIERE ] HIB\UMERE IR R IR AR B A TIRT, FFE2 N B AR m AR ANA B35 1% 0 =R [14] .

5.2. AR FFERMREFREPHFFEE Y

FRAEET Fofth fr FRFERFE, A RECHIEAE & i A vh B R IS RO 3. £ i 22 4 1) A
SRR WA BCE SRS AR, SEIERI AR SR, EaMBmAlget, &%
JRETRIH A ot R T M0 5 ST L, T 7 oA 5 5 o R M LMD 2 1 S A £ BR A 40 23
SR PR A 4 B A VR U R S 5 T S 7 R M AT DA R R (RAIE[15] [16] . BAh, 2 4 SR RE i
7 AR B R 25 R OR RS 7 5 2R W T HEAT KU ) 5 SR g, TR T B0 1A B0t T LI e v s
TE B I SE BT B [14] -

5.3. RRMESBAE

RAE A S rf BHG B E R B T — SRR 46 B, (EARRTFRRAE/E DL FRBR M 55—, s
7 5 4 2 VR R RS o A 9 SR 2 e B 4 0 Ve S 0 3, = /M4 2%(2020~2022 2) S 9 Ik R B i 2
TeiFHERR i sE RS . AT, 2020 4% 2022 4F 130 E £ 5 22 & W EUR . AR 24 IR K
FSeAE 2o T AR e T AR, X AN BRI DR 2T R AR ()4 2 A A 2 A S R
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ZEFEPERON, BETR N LA E KT, TR Rl B AR TR BEAh, AR A
T BT R BB L E BRI LA S 5L P72 R, T8 R RER R AR ] R TRE R 2R
B BUMARIRK AN . AHT TR A SR th A — AR RO R, T BT B B AR L
W EEJAERE T AR T —— M\ 2021 IR IR E) 2022 FeHIAHXS . IXEIRAE, 2022 0 E AW H
IS, B2 AT RERIR T HUMEA BT B AR, TTARBHE BAEA I NAERCR, AR I3
TEER —HEAMX 0. H=, PAKBIIARE RSN T ZHCRIR AR € /IR a8 54
WHITAF N, B RIS 2 R BOWPEILE], (BRI PE o U5k DL oE e HEBR s BhAh, BER TR
HERS, 0 PR 2 E AR IR IR, 7T E T AN [7) 6 20 2% mUnT e L2 () SR A7 AR 2R 2 7
B0, BIVERTCR R . AW VT REEADCR B BIEZ 51 2022 2524 (n=18), HEARAREAAEARK
WP, R R B . BEAh, AWFFUE T — ek, b, R EREITR AL, R
R FE AT E— D3 KA A 7] — I 18] s 5P AT 0 B AL B B sRAERE AL 2> B i, IF s K iE
BRIV EE 77, X BHIE B AERE I7 AR RGE A AR 1 1A -

6. FIRERE

AT IET AR R 5 TR 2020~2022 K= AMER MM HELE, REGIEN T e
SRR 2 A URAE R R AR . TR DU B 1R

i, BRLFE R E T T X R R AR T RE 1. 2021 R0 2022 IR R
LR35 TR IRAEZ(2020 20) 77 Al S 8.4% A1 11.2% (P < 0.05), MEWHEET LEEZEEERP >
0.05), KUIEARBIFNEE T, AHENFAI SO 5 %2 4 FHIE B 4ERE ) IR THAE B HERE G R B
AR 53 T 3 1 22 57 (P > 0.05) i — P H /R 1X — SRR A — 8 BT 0, H 52 1) T e S50 vk i e SR R
i AN B LA T B 1 LR OC &

F 2, RGNS RE S 5 25 I SEE AR SOk, 2021 Z0F1 2022 £ i A IR A
NI EF) RS IR AR T2 62%, FHL SRS 531K 98% 1L b, X —81k 5 A 286 A N E 1
2 RREIRIS A DS, ARG 7RG 542 2 5 AR ) .

H=, AR BURIEA AR T AR SR . AR 2020~2022 22 R R A A R, 2
Aok Sk 7 2 N 83.2% (2020 %) i IR TFE 96.1% (2022 4%) . BEL S EAR S R btk B AESe T B
ERBZERI R FRAR, BEHE A 2 01l s A L N 28.3% (2020 2%) 2T+ 48 74.6% (2022 2%).

L AR R ACF OO E ST R, BT TR 0 P 20 s BN S LS P e L,
FERE IR AR B . BRI TR ) AR B e DA AR AR, X ORISR B AR AR O IR AR B 2
TG T H RS RERK, SRS ORI R IUE LBl B RFERiR . — T
M, N TS KRB AR NS SOk AR SRS IS . 224 RIE R IS A IB B AP0 2 o) B 42 B4R
BB AR TR A7, B 2 A8 G A WTER N, 8 Al 3 S RS S R A SR
FOIGINPHR S, AR HCE ST SR se i, AR TR RZEm R EE. it
HEFE R AN RREE R e LT RR, A SR R R A A 2 A SRR O B B e
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