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Abstract

Objective: To explore the potential mechanism underlying the relationship between occupational
stress and nurses’ general health, and to provide reference for drafting effective prevention and inter-
vention aiming to nurses’ health problem. Methods: Adopted convenient sampling method and inves-
tigated 347 clinical nurses from five hospitals in Chongqing Province with Weiman Occupational Stress
Scale (WOSS), Neuroticism Scale, Coping Style Questionnaire (CSQ) and Self-related Health Measure-
ment Scale (SRHMS). Results: The total contribution of the best model to nurses’ general health was
33%. Occupational stress affected nurses’ general health through five paths: 1) directly had negative
effect on nurses’ general health; 2) indirectly affected nurses’ general health via emotion-focused cop-
ing, and 3) two kinds of coping styles together respectively; 4) indirectly affected nurses’ general
health via neuroticism level, and 5) neuroticism level and problem-focused coping together respec-
tively. Conclusion: Nurses’ neuroticism level and coping styles used to response to stress have mediat-
ing effects on the relationship between occupational stress and their general health.
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1. 518

PR BTN — LA T, FE R N IR B AR PR AR S% . 47k B S R eIk
DLRABAT TARRPREE . SR, BFFERIL, At A4 AR im 5 1R 2 S A 0 4g R el @t . Sy AA{g JE 7 1D
P ER G ENAEE, %, SlLE, SRR R, ORI, 3755 RN,
2T, 3R 25 B 47 4 (Collins, Gollnisch, & Morsheimer, 1998; McNeely, 2005). #7+4:
B RFEK P32 452 o TAE R &, FRAR AR A, Bnib e s L &8 B R 2655 (Josephson, Lindberg,
Voss, Alfredsson, & Vingard, 2008; You et al., 2013), iX 6™ & KA B 5 RSB F AT G TIME
SEVE, A AT BRI A 7E B BN DR () R AR B IR . DR, A AT R A R L R 1
TR AR B G T K

AR, BV )2 S8 L e S 4 i B 2 fE e K 3 (McNeely, 2005). BRI 77 =2 $8 5200 A
T8 DA DRSS T B A 5 TAEARSC I BRI 2 (Weiman, 1977) . 7 EAT A2y i e TR
(AbuAlRub, 2004), #7t:%  Befg T &M LAEAMRI K b Hodh, TARSRT, MEIRE, MAOrhRAR
At N AR S 3 B M (1) T AR /3(Tsai, 1993; Yau et al., 2012), fildn: x4 SGBUIR, 751
P+ TAHEE R, TAEREK (Sveinsdottir, Biering, & Ramel, 2006); fE TAEH, 245 BB ARE 4 58 i HD
Sy TAE, PrE5EA, FFEEWAALET GBI (Tyson & Pongruengphant, 2004); AR EEIZ4 +1) T.
PEELR YL AR 2 Ay 7157, BT ST AR ER. RET R RN, X ERML 77 Fr
FHHE RS MR R ThRe, PREE SR SEINAEIE . FIAR AR GORE RSO RO E s IE T R
R E25Y0% A AT M (Collins et al., 1998; De Gucht, Fischler, & Demanet, 1999; Tennant, 2001).

AR 4 35 3 11 B & 3 A B K 2 i i B s R 32, AR, IR AR &S R EoR, A
A PR ik R ) AN AT AN AN A BN TR R I A o Kraemer(2001) 48 H, M e 5 1m) R B 95 38 3 e it —
O R, B R 2NN — RIVEEF R ER . LR Lyt i Y ) (B4 TR R S5 M6
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JEA7) M50, FRATIHR AT LA I, FE BT 4 g B K ST (G4 B A4 (g BT Co BR AR E) I AR R 32— R 29 A
H 10%~30% (Prosser et al., 1997; Schaefer & Moos, 1996). XHE/RFAT, FRRIVIE S5+ R KT 5
ma ik P2 R 3 = AR R AR BN XA BT AT G A ER AR ERE R T 2 e 3o 4 B RE KA T R
W) o JE—2D 0, X BRI 7756 47— i 7K T S o e Rt e 1 5 =0 e (EL B A MR DR 3 R AR 4 IR ) O o
AJ DL B BAT Y S0 5 A0 B B0 4 ) g R ) R A AL TR AR &R . R, AL B
E AR DUAR R R S 06 37 b — R A e /K P 7= 2B B i (AT e ML

Lazarus 11 Folkman(1984) ) 715 RIS Y, 25 NMARAE 0 s 77 ) 2 SR EUABE FH 1 Rt 7 R B
X 7T TG REAS [F] (0 RS 75 3 250 e ) 45 SR (A B R ) s SR AN R 52 MR . 34k, NS BB FARH, BAR
RLxf 77 SR 5 R, AR, SO 7 2 £ 204 8 T A4 B £ 1) A A HFAE(Bolger & Zuckerman,
1995), (EAFERMZ, AMRHE BN FRE, (HRTE BRI ) S B BA B R 70 R mT g R AR AR
(Ormel & Rijsdijk, 2000), [RINF, AMEHRFE 22 52m A4 K g 7K (Bolger & Zuckerman, 1995). X FiA
FOR UL, 91 B B B AEAFAE LA T i B 36 8 0 X} 75 3 mT B AE B 77 5 At AT ) 4 e 7K P 1) 2
RIEREEEZEIEN . 2, H AR SSUER 78X AN A1 Bk BRI B A 4 — e fd fR K
SiAEIER

WA R 7 5 R ARAL, S AMARTHN R JJI, AR T2 R A AR B BAT 9 (153 77 DL B A4 | & e
7185 B YR R 75 SR (Richard Stanley Lazarus & Folkman, 1984). X AhiA &I Ek AT M 5% SRR AT B3 7
.o Lazarus (1993) Nt 75 3040 T RS 1] 0o X R 46 H Oy X o T A2 — R R X 7 2K
B E R I T 2 U8 AME [R5 DAl BE BR I g, W v ol EAISR B s T S R — AR RN R, B
FEA R SO AR B ARSI T M N TE I 2 4RSS, Wb fL) A8 . KEB AR, )@ B
XTS5 HE R K 2R DS  T1E 28 0 RO 5 37 i K P 2 57UFE 9% (Tyson, Pongruengphant, &
Aggarwal, 2002; Xianyu & Lambert, 2006). 7 —LEHF et — Dt , ) A0 R A IE A T4 i 0 3
f@ FE7KF-(Chang et al., 2007); i1/ 24 HH G % 7 ) Tl 47 -1 140 B Akt B K ST AN 24 9 FH AT 9(Chang et al.,
2007; Collins et al., 1998). X i R FH il R o0 EXoS 6o 47 - A4 e B A BB A 5 170 R P 175 445 oo X 6
Pt fE R R AR ER . R, X AR R 7 2RI AE B 4 T2 A5 0 R A Rt =X (Kalichman,
Gueritault-Chalvin, & Demi, 2000). HIHCAT W, AR 77 3 AT BEZEBRL i 77 53 AR ERKFHIE R
R RAER . AT, HAMRAD A AR A A ER .

TERFNFEAER G, B2, JFHS5KT), RO R R AN E DI & #H2 F (Bolger &
Zuckerman, 1995). £ i A i 0T B T BBUBE iz A1 (McNaughton, 2003). B 4%, #4845 1F 2
SIS RE 1) S I R R o R AR B, H 0 28 03 T A s A At 67 T SR 38k (s ) /) 2l TR U0
ZIRHMRAE I E L ML, HRBENIEE R, BEGH SRERG 0 HOAEIR, I B2 5K H
SRS AT S LASE S 47 T il 8 (Costa & McCrae, 1987, 1992). filf: 3 A E F /KT B TRINARATT A0 R, 41
AR LA B AT 2503 1 47 2 (Carter & Acton, 2006; Collins et al., 1998). JL IR, T 23 45 T A L BOXT
JEJ1RE T, S BCMALE AL B e 7 I i AN IE 4 (1 £ (Bolger & Zuckerman, 1995). 51 41: McCrae 1 Costa
(1986) FAIHIF 1 Sk 7~ 41 22 I -5 41 A P Ikt 7 S (1 e T SEE PR X A8, B, i O 22 AR R TR AN S SR IR AR O,
i Collins (1998)%5 A HIBF 7 S5 /R A48 57 -5 AR AR O N 5 s (W3R B ORI 4252 s 2 B A e, dt—
Hi, Narumoto (2008) IR FCIER, $7EE 2 (R4 2 5 /K ST mT AT A AT TG 175 28 R o X R - il 3k
o ER AR L B 2 UE BTN AR PR g R K RIS 75 s A T = A s, SR, XTI 1 SRR
KAHHEBE LG — LR AE LRI 70, 4 BSR4 1 AN B3R A5 TR 77 5 1E 17 7 (57 (Bolger
& Zuckerman, 1995), {HJE, H—UWHRFHSREE, KAISSCEMERIFRE K. B BIRME FUKF 24
XPREEI, AHAE/MARE 8 5K R ) SR (5 ) B3 7 2 K I & 71 J5 22 28 (Bramsen, van der Ploeg,
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van der Kamp, & Ader, 2002; Ormel & Rijsdijk, 2000). AHF 72 E (&5 i —A H B E UK AR
BPEIR) o A SCUERE U B, #2 JUKSF AT DALE IR ) R 3 s R 8 — B [ (MceNiel & Fleeson, 2006).
HHUEAHE T, #RE TP AT REE DO R ) 54— R A e /i@ AMER, [, 38X i —4
IR A R R —— R 77 Re——7= A M. SR, H AT FIREAR A 0 S S A p AR

BT UL TS, AT, A SRR AR KT LR TR e g B R R AR R 75 sAE Y & )
54 i — M B KPR A A VR o ik B da 6 4 A 1 7 ORI B2 (9 1 PR WL A1) 5 B A A 74 56 (A
K 1),

2. ARF=*
2.1. ARIIR

SR T EIRE 7, T 2012 4F 4~6 1, =4 R EREER TR EER, ik P4, X
WEIFIX ERE, KX NREBEMKZ AL R R 5 FrEbidiir e, T4+ TAERER R, B
EXEIPIHS AT S . RBUEE 410 43, BISCH RS 347 . Hd, B 13 A, 5 3.75%, &«
P 334 N, 5 96.25%; HEAKTFEEFMARS RN LN, 5 058%, & 73 A, 5 21.00%, k% 220
N, 17 63.40%, HACABRIEMHE: FIEER 20.12 &, briEZN 6.92; T3 T# 8.48 4F, triE %A 7.46.

22. METH

2.2.1. Weiman BRMI & 723 (Weiman Occupational Stress Scale, WOSS)

WOSS(Weiman, 1977)f4% 15 Nk HFIVUANK F: TAEf, MEIRE, M OrPRFX A 575
AEFKM R 5 M, ZRBGR B2 B T S ARy R ATV, N R
B CIUPERT AN 15 7r . ZERAEARWT A — B R %08 0.91.

222 HEREFR

MARERNARER. T HERTER B E S — B2 AR LR R 3y 218 AFI
201 N)FEATERE AR IEE R R AT . A ERHAT DR AR R AL, WIRs R St & E AN
8367.01, EFx KMO A4 0.91, HItixEREEFHITHE RS EMIEAE F, BF0 3 R R 57 32 ik
IIERTX LT H AT IR R R TR FHEERT 1 #H3A 54, HifE 5 AN LRIBEE AL
fERREI AR S B 51.72%, 153 24 A6 H, BB RFAATRERT 040, #—F, RWIEMERERS
W BT A3 R AP RO G5 M 7 FE LB FAR SR 17 5 AN T RO AL (X°/df = 4.89, GFI = 0.92, CFI = 0.90, TLI = 0.90,
RMSEA = 0.06) (L8, AR, 2004). AAHETF 5620 APRBUBOS ABR G R IEHUK), fEH
RO RERS 5 L AR R T 46 R R 1K 2 I8 ), AT ABURR R DA A S 140 55 S » TR i BB (0 ik i B 52 T LK)
AR A AERE o R B [ BBURK) o 2R R 5 R 5 i ar, BRI 2% H I B 2 B R A At AT
RIE—MAMREIEZ, N “CBEATE” B “EEMFE” AN 1~5 7. ZERGHEEHINHE—K
PERB N 0.77. 0.79. 0.74. 0.67 F10.65, iZ%ER LA 7 I P38 — Uk R AN 0.94.,

2.2.3. EftAR|%E(Coping Style Questionnaire, CSQ)

CSQ(M ik, ViaslE, 1996) LA 62 M HAMNAE T ki@, KB BT, ZJ4H. BEEM
EEA . WRYE Lazarus X R s 70 7715, R e in) UM SR B 2 Rl i @ 0o BEOE, TR E BT 2048
IR R G HRAL A BRI 26 O RN o AR EI S A E B R AR e, AT SR % H
BN T RS <=7 R R Bk, BE YRV b1, B CR7 N0 4. 1E

)

o
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Figure 1. The hypothesis model: The mechanism underlying the
relationship between occupational stress and general health

1. BRMlE F5d4P E—Re 2 ROk AR AL S IR 2

AT, 0] A O N St R 4 0 N X PR P — B0 R 800 31D 0.79 AT 0.89.

2.2.4. BiNERFEEZR(Self-Related Health Measurement Scale, SRHMS)

SRHMS(VF4, fiRr T, 2518, #HRE, 2002; VF4, 2451, #HEGE, 298, 2002)3LF 43 M4 H
A=A R AR, B ERERA B A @R fERAZEERN, B 10 SVPo
WA T R 5 RSy, BRI AT s — N H I ROIR DL, A “AEFALE” B R L7
GV 1~5 43 o 1ZERAEARHE TN — 20tk R40CH 0.85.

2.3. BB S 9

AW TR SPSS20.0 1 AMOS18.0 #H AT G4 ¥ 5047, itk ittt Mot [\
VA5 BT SRS 400546 560

3. MIRER
31 BukER. &R, EXARS—MRERKENEXIH

B IE 3. M. ROt SR — A /K RSP 34043 bRt 2 R e Z R AR DG I 26 1 Fise &
Je, — AR S S TNAR E AR ARG, WA SC R NI UG th, =R Ar & 5 — ik fi
R Z R R BA — 2R, 0 B T BT rh SR B4 R R . BACRE, BOLE
D15 — AR KF (B AR G e, PR S — MR K IAR DGR, REx 75 35 — M e KT R A 26
BAK. A, BRI SMARMREMA K. &5, PRS2 0RTEFEMESG, 15 @
RS FHRANE 2, BN ) S5 AN 1 Rt 77 SRR 06 RAFAEZE s [RIEE, PR 5 i i ot B )
FER, MASHEE ORISR E, [FIFE U S X PR R 7 2ok RN
3.2. Rk EAxPE—RR R RK R RES T

AT R 45 ) 5 R A et b 4 S R w7 s e A FREAT 5 5. BEBEAL Y Xo/df Sy 5.48,
RMSEA 74 0.11, CFI A1 TLI 33/NT- 0.90. Z75 I BB 22 745 (2004) RHUL& FE AR 1 FI AR AE (PR 7 N = 150
PLAE, X2ldf /NT 5; x* S35 BIME Y 0.0005; GFI, CFI AT TLI #F3% KT 0.90; RMSEA /T 0.08), 1%
VAR AU 175 L AN AR R 55 AN AR i 2 (R PR AH ¢ R B, LRSS rp & 2R B 12 R B R/ N R 3 1
BATHER B R AT TEIE, SAEMT 3 MR, R 1. GHFFIEN, B4 0T
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Sof i) R e S AT A FRINAE FH (Richard Stanley Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), [EIN, k44 b
PRFR RN 77 A 23 IEAH D% (r = 0.50, P < 0.01), &3 7EAR B TY fry Lt b 384 N1 28 Hh oo R XS 21 i i
LGB AR s SRR 2. BRI 0 3 i O N R ER AR RN (8= 0.02, P > 0.1), [FIE, FHEEE
M 3 AR A 8.2 (r = —-0.06, P > 0.05), EH AR 1 AR TR MY I 77 3 i 0
R0 AR AEL S A IR E N 0, AWMLY & 400G FE AR 1738 44 175 150 A0 25 S HROY e 7756 i) 788 m 0 N2 6 (9 4
AT AR 3. MHE I BIE S o0 BN AR REC B35 (B = —0.03, P > 0.1), [Alf, HERITEM L
T S E IR AR ZE (r = 0.05, P > 0.05), ZE3 AR R 2 (LAl bR ph 2 T 2 25 vhoC BOxT
PR EE AR BR A 0, [RIFE DU A S AU A FE bR (1) A8 A 17 1500 25 B2 40 28 o x4 R /KT B4R R A%
AT J o RS R AR AL B 12 RS 26

%3 FIH T DU SRR ST 05 . S I LI 25 45 (2004) W 3L E 8 AR IR W b v, 57 3
(G 45 SR LA, SRR I 25 S SR AR AR (LA 3) o IR AN 4 o — MR fid e 7K T 1 2 A g ek
2K 33.00%. HRAE 2 AL 3 Bk AEAL A R AL, RIS BNV R b — M f KT I B RN,

Table 1. Descriptive analyses of main variables
i1 FETEMERMSITER

B M SD 1 2 3 4
1B 241 0.18 1.00
2 PE R 2.75 0.18 0.50™ 1.00
3 Jr g R 0 K 0.64 0.16 0.06 0.13" 1.00
4 fEZE L RG] 0.42 0.15 0.15™ 0.05 0.50™ 1.00
5 — ik fe FE/KT 3.53 0.60 -0.36" -0.32" 0.25" -0.11"

HE: p<005; Tp<0.01; MARETHH, SD REMMEE.

Table 2. Standardized path coefficients of the hypothesis model and the process models
2. RIFEBEREEERNELRERY

BB AL 1 1AL 2 iRl 3
BV A7 - #iE 5 0.55™" 0.55™" 0.55™" 0.55™
HRMb S 73 = o e o R %o -0.18™" 0.02 0 0
HRMb S 77 = 155 46 ot X 0.12 0.12* 0.12* 0.11"
PRERJTT - o) e R 0.02 0.13* 0.14" 0.14"
T - 5240 R 0.07 -0.02 -0.03 0
PNV 77 - — A ek 1 -0.33"™ -0.35™ -0.34™" -0.35""
PREJT - — B fi ek -F -0.18" -0.21" -0.21" -0.21"
i R L SR - — B f K 0.21 0.04™ 0.39™ 0.38"
THL ORI - — Rk FEKE -0.06 -0.26" -0.27" -0.26"
T4 ORI — ) G R / 0.66™" 0.66™" 0.66™

*> *

7¥: p<0.1; 'p<005 “p<0.01; ""p<0.001.

Table 3. Fitting index of the hypothesis model and the process models
=3 RRER LIRS ER

X df p X2/df GFI CFI TLI RMSEA
BAginy 251.98 46 0.00 5.48 0.91 0.87 0.82 0.11
AR 1 141.76 45 0.00 3.15 0.93 0.94 0.91 0.08
AR 2 141.85 46 0.00 3.08 0.93 0.94 0.91 0.08
T FRASEAY 3(H AR RY) 142.04 47 0.00 3.02 0.93 0.94 0.92 0.07
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{E59-0.35, WM 7gae it {75 45 v o0 IR 47— R A B KT (19 TR) 42 RSB 9 —0.03, BRIV e g 3 v
ot 75 T — M B KT (W TR B 35RAE A 0.03, BRI R 77 388 Sk o1 28 ol St 47— — e At R 7~ F ) 2 o
H9-0.12, HRNV s Iy 38 5 44 22 Joia A0 ] R oo 7 Yo o 47— — FReAg B /K P TR RONAE Dy 0.03, HRMV H F7%F
Prb— MR K ST I A KR 0,44

MBI AR (B 5] 2) W] .

B, WAL SR 1 g B K B B R S BN AE F (B = —0.35, P < 0.001);  BIERNV & /7113
Ko HE AR L 1 — Mg R KT

HWR, BROVE AN RE B e 1) — B B KT, I 38 i 17 45 Hh O X 1 R AR FH AR
P AR, TR M L ) — @ B P BI: —J7TH, BRME D3 R 234+
{5 R AR 4 Lo RO R, I Hh b TR AR A AT T A A B AP 3 — 7T, AR RIHRNV IR 0N, 1%
O XS FH AT () 18 D0 80 ELAEAE R T4 g KT, 12 P e (i 5 i /0 e 20T 4 £ P DA T4
E =TT e W0 (95 7] G o

deAh, BV g & i i o, DL T ) R X — e P = A A A FH ) 425
Wi 37 ) — M Ko B — 5T, BRI B R e (R e 2 UK I Bg iy, I Hh b [ R PR A A
ATHHEFEKSF: 53— 5T, ERRIIBNLIE 7R, 38 @ AR 4 K %A BLAE T3 L g BoKF,
T 2 A AR 3 i A o X PR A8 FH DA TR 4 i 4 L R 4 R KT
4. g

KT CAIE 775 B R,  DARAR G JRAE R 77 ORI RE =3 18] (A OB 4, @t g5 5
FE@ERIR I, B T LR 7752 BRI PE LA . 2 s 7 R 1B T4
— AT I TR BR AR, FRUESE T AR TR AR AS [F) (g Rk 77 Q7R R 3 T R A ER

B, BV 53— B B KT B B R I R R . XK ERAIE T B R R
{5245 11 25 2 A [ (K1 R (McNeely, 2005).

HWK, BEras RSN, B 7 CUE 25 0 RO A 47— R K P 7= Az (Rl e . BR
MV 77 B3GR 2 BN LA A 1 4 0o RO AR, I H L FEARARAT T R A B ZK P o 3 W] A2 DR A £E TGS
ER IR FE 7B, 15 46 HhC RLXS o] LA By - 87 i 3 8 o) ) 4R B 193 & J(Herman-Stabl, Stemmler, &
Petersen, 1995), A 77U A% B 5 K (078 Bk /N o SR1M,  AF 45 HH 0o NI R ANER S 1A B i e ) 8, X

1R & Lz 7

Figure 2. The best model: The mechanism underlying the rela-
tionship between occupational stress and general health

2. Bl A534P E— RS BROK A (E AL S R AR R
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73 SR () e 0 5% B3 Ak SR A7 A0, AT REdE— 20 S 8UB I & 3724 (Bolger & Zuckerman, 1995). ] ML,
AT ART 28 0 BT 2 — P o R A e RS 77 e 3P i« — R — 3 OGR” M)
2By F, % BT AR AE A IS 2525 (Lambert et al., 2004), X8R SEUBATT B2 B4 E .

Bk T A 4 bt NG SRR HR A E I DAAh,  ASHIF TE 0 R B 45 bt 5 ) O 6 — R AR BRI IR 1 5
b — AR AP R EE R A E R TR R IIBRNV R 3R, 148 A O OGS A R 8 n 5005 B
P T3 0@ BT, 2 8 R 4 e R S 468 FH 4R e b O f@ BEZKF-. Roth F1 Cohen
(1986) IRIF T8 H 5 AMARTHI S He 77 B R FE 1 26 mh 0o K R A #3522 9 b e () DAL A e i) 0 ) 4 45
ANA A B IR R R TR A B R e A 78 43 RN [R)AIORS 77 WS B Rkt BEURATIE % X Ipik o 1
ARFFEH, P n e R T IR RO B SRS . AT T T RO YRR v S, R )
HC R SRS B B CLBk D B R R IR, IR AR FACSE T R, AT g R R

FAb, B AT A Tk T, BV 77 LA A 2 KT S A Ta1 R A AT ] ) e R 7K S 7 A S i«
O 36 R R dE 3 L & AP IR &, H e A2 AR ARA T g B KT o X — R SCRF TR
2K AR E TR THE T 9T 45 S (McNiel & Fleeson, 2006) . 37—t 9 A 75 B85 A\ A e L 28 2 A= iy 17
Bt R, &M KT R AT TR R . 38 2 A KT a] LAE S 0 AR AR R A T
PESE AT AR, DB T Hil. (22, STt KM TAER 0, iR vl /30 TAE B
EAGFR 73S BE U, TR IR A KT B3R . A TP 32 i 23 iy SRk fE [ i (Costa & McCrae,
1987), TR A BB R e At 2 %o 47 (i e 7 AR A T RS

B, 3P BRI KT R R 1D 1] a0 N — R AR BR b e )5 — R Ag R ZK P 1) 5% R T e B =X
AER: G RIINETIN, METACF i E IR A BRI T3 L@ RoK-F, 1 (2 2 0]
R R A DABR 4P 1 A R KT o JLrp, 128 S T i) 0 O JR X I [ 3 ) &5 R 5 3 2 i A
SERMR, KRR T AR RS R o R AR, T, A FUKCE E A A
B 22 (R A 0 S g 2 R ERIMIR ) E 3R B RE i (Boyes & French, 2010; Johnson, 2003). 1T\ N E EXf &
TERER, AR H QA REIR YR, SIS AL LA SE, R ERE SN0, IR 7 ik
X i) @ (Hiroto & Seligman, 1975). 2R, TEABEFLH, 7 L2 KT H4e e A 2 A i AT 58 22 i) 4
W] O R, X AT R AR S I TAE A 0% 3 AR SR Y Lonhi N B 2 R AR A A T
A7 x5k AR B v B A5 LA B e i SR ) Bl A 43 4 - AN AR AN RO %o () RO e 1), 75 Ul A
A RE S A B N B AN A
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