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Abstract

A regular shared-reading routine between parents and their children is an important interactive
activity for the children’s development. Previous studies showed that shared storybook reading
experiences connected positively to social, cognitive, and emotional developmental outcomes.
Nevertheless, how to improve the quality of parent-child shared-reading has become a topic of
common concern for parents. This study originally integrated mindful parenting into par-
ent-child shared reading. Based on the mindful parenting theories, we developed a training
program of parental intervention aimed to improve the quality of parent-child shared-reading.
Mindful parenting is the application of mindfulness in daily parent-child interaction, which
means the parents’ intentional and nonjudgmental awareness of the here and now. It has been
proved that the mindful parenting training has some positive impacts on the parent-child rela-
tionship. In current study, the levels of parenting stress and mindfulness were measured be-
fore and after the intervention. The parent-child shared-reading sessions before and after the
intervention were recorded and coded. The types and the amounts of mental stage language
that the parents used during the shared-reading were analyzed. The results show that the in-
tervention has reduced the parenting stress in parental distress, and improved parents’ levels of
mindfulness. The intervention also increased the amount of mental stage language that used by
the parents.
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HE

EXRREHHEFFRIIFIENEFLRIMN, RILERBEFEEN—METFEIEN. CHHA
R, FFeALFEHEH, RS5IILEFHARZ. AAMABRRKBHEEMR. HR2, WAREETFILE
IR, BRI ER . A5 5L e IE-S#3E (mindful parenting) 53E FAILZEHE S,
NEEBETFHEHREMEH T —EUESFFESNEMPIRKTIER. ESFFRBIESHMARH
BETEIFH—MEAES, BUEXNETFAECEFRTANERIRN. IR BB RER .
DEHRRIIESEFRNETFREE —ERBRRIEH . AAERKTIEARTINKZ M2 E, 250
NERKBRZIANBFES . REMNIERKTE, AN THATERE LR ERITREMHE,
BRI EREILZH IR N#ROCERSFES, S L0ERSESHRENKE. THELRRN
SR BN, ESFETLALE TR YRR KA RN FH R BEEET, fEX KRN A IESKE,
WinRKERFLAILRHFEAKLERTES HEE.

Xiin
T, Es#HFF, RT0E #5550, LERSES, E2KP
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1. 3]

PEGRBE H 8 ARG T LA U R AL S, et LB R R AR B — Rl 1 AR X TR
WLE, KKEFEERSAENE TSN EREM . SETEARR BRI R KA LR R A B E 4, @
PR H b R, REEEMEIE S ST B I — R R A J7 NCETE L 2003). SETRAILEEAT,
REAridl ) LEAEAE . VA IO Rz . A IHFUR I, ) LEAE FUHR SR IR R KB, Beg Tl
AT LS K& R BE J(Sloat, Letourneau, Joschko, Schryer, & Colpitts, 2015), FliE 5 K EFE /1, (Dexter & Stacks,
2014; Kohm, et al., 2016). FFEHAIL, FKKMEZFBCE DL INES) R IR 2E R 1 A8 RIS 1) 8 R

][l
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(Kim, 2013).

HATERE, SEraAR s — MRl fsE v 5375, (ERZ X KEAK Tl oAt
Ty, BYIAER AR TR E . RS T IS KK B I BN LSS T [R5 1) 1
i, tenktt a4, Balk, mEA, WG, BrLAUE T R R KRG T A 26T RE )
YTV ZACRERYL, #FR T L a2 — R IR FE, B —Mr a2 i N
—/MEMIERP Bir. HEFHAR—HESNSE, EEET, BRTHREET, ©A T2 LBk
PRAE . AXBEFR Mm%+, B TAEESS, PR EMAR, MRS IANG . BT REZTFRE
R, CRHBESC O T OB T AR, X IERZ AR, X T Q) 58 4 i 5 2% AR BHEAR

AT 5 S A 1 A IE 5 2 7% (mindful parenting) 525 F AL ARSE &, o0 o - 5 0 = 1T 2w
T—EBUIESFHEEHESNEMPAE KT A

1.1. E&¥F

1E& (mindfulness) IHES, RIS T AR J7I0AME, JRdaxd b b 200, ASIVERIR, A BRI A5
I, BN A SE ISR A A AE, R BRI AT A R (SRR TR B OB RREE) R
IR 77 TR DL —Fhae B2 1 ASI0VT A0 B3 s 07 OR AT (WRiE X8, s ar, BRI, & JHAok, 2011
PHidr, 2014). B2 57 (mindfulness parenting) FHES K JE T IE 8 (Coatsworth, Duncan, Greenberg, & Nix,
2010), IR LT LALBEHATNNA HBW . IR AN PP A B A an (R e, A, & Tl
5, 2017).

5{OGENMNARN IR IESHLL, 1ES#FEEE ANPRid 2 (interpersonal process), X B A
it FE 48 1R B S b AT TahE, ACBEXFIX A E AN 2 R B IR, ESEFENE RN L
T2 I 2 B A2 BELE 20T R H ) B O A LIRS DA SARATY G ] R 28 AR RS2 30X 6 P AR RS 19 3 0 o

H AT CA IE IR — 2B A7 7E . Duncan %8 A\ /£ Kabat-Zinn )30 JEA 52 HH B S #TF 5 4L
A, FECT SEUERE ST (Coatsworth et al., 2010; Duncan et al., 2009). %A ALK IE & #FE> AL T FHANERE
1) A 51VE R T (Listening with full attention): S REFE £ HIAN [F] A e B B (1) 4 4 B3 v A0y 9 L% 24 11
RIS PN LS 2) X H ST A TE #2498 (Nonjudgmental acceptance of self and child): S BFN5E
FBAT AT AR AR, IR 5] B S AT H O TR BT ST A TEH
Fegh . SBR[ RN A I AT RE 2 LU A Pttt  IF HAE 240k 2 s KO T 22 SR i B T R 2 A
e 3) X H CFNZF )15 48 58 22 (Emotional awareness of self and child): 582U )15 48 56155 K BIR HFR K
AN FIN AT Ay, ACBER] DU 56 B3l 1 IR & 5t R HE0) B ORI TG EE, X 56125
RO A EIRIEBE A Z B B 4) 7535 Tk & E 3 15 (Self-regulation in parenting
relationship): 1EH IR BB SE T BB 3T B 2 OBV 2 BT 6815, B tas 57 SO BRI B JR% il Rt
HFRATNHIESE: 5) X H O T H2&35(Compassion for self and child): (EITX ZFHIZEE, E&KR
RERRIH 2 2118 U 75 B 2 T Frid 2w

HATE 4 O — S RSB FENTIRED H . &7 00 H (Mindful Parenting Program, MPP) & — i
XS ACRE IE SRR T T , 0 R T XHAIAE 38 2 (1 15 & A %1977 (Mindfulness-based Cognitive
Therapy, MBCT) (Segal, Teasdale, & Williams, 2013). &3& 8 &, &R 11k, &k 3 /M, dHERTTIH
W TS BEREAT /N 25 2 o B3 JE B 25 ) Bl 6 — AMr 0 I AT, B R B I 20k SRR I 25 > 4L
IERG ] X N IESS I MIES IS ] IESSG SRR, 3 H8PlocHE, IESITES%; 1k
SHFINGOFEN BT B FHREA RS0, HYOEE T, EHGRE R SR R BN, Xt
IR I g MBI, BRE SR ) B FE IR IG H R T IE SR, IRATHEAT DAL 1855 (Bogels &
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Restifo, 20145 PR, JEE, & LMWK, 2017), 458278 MPP URAE AT LS Bl in) &) L 28 1 S BH AR 255
R, A RIEEKE, (R T HRAR BT 106 )2 [ 8 LE (RAE J FIE, ZaESE5m L)
MIACBE, AN RN IR ) L2 B ACBE BT8R (Oord, Bogels, & Peijnenburg, 2012).

1.2. EFLARILE

T AR BArRAAT R T 5872, FealfE 0~6 S ISE . Bl N30 LB F B e )
ENE: 0~6 FLEEMH O EBUR. SCF KRN Sk B DL R 3= AR 4 ) L8 154 1A 25 135 sl ik
o XJEmER, diZ. BYEMRIASEZFINM T —ARLEDRORIAZ, 2006). BT JLEFAEIKFE
RIERIEPR, )L RS BN PSR AN AT BRI, SR e AN 2 SR B ) L3 R Bl 5 1) 7 2

EAMST R TFEARILEMM AR S, WA TSIE TR FeARRMBIRER . BTt
DLk F KA L E A WS 5 32 A N 25 191] 18 T (Dickinson & Tabors, 2001), A F] T )L &8 RIS 68 J1 K
J&(Farrant & Zubrick, 2013). fEEF 3Lk, {8 FACE 1 ) B Rk E A R AR SC B B RE, - SR
JLE A E L 118 (Sénéchal, Cornell, &Broda, 1995). Xfitb, WA HSHMLGERE, HEEMREEEE
S B, KK SEMR T ey, B LE S IR (EE) P2 S s R . ERiRhaE
ZHIVHEIE T, IR EHE R TG & K B A3 T i (Lever & Sénéchal, 2011; Leech & Rowe, 2014),

B R T R TR R FOE AN RAIRZ , I B2 E ARG 5 0, T4 AR AR 5 1HE RURURHE,
ORI FEAR L, T2 T B -BrER; 7 ) LB AL SR R 1 5 Ve R . P 43 B s e
SR RE A AR S R R (TR BETR . 2008),

1.3. BFEN

EMRAE 2, BRETIHAR MRS NFENE, WRHERFREZ TSR 2B 27 2 WA B (7
T, 2017 JHGE & ZITT, 2017). FEFMET CRFAE T RI—IE JLETHES, & 80% K KKK,
FL WA, AL RSN A AR /18 LM BRI, BT A 15 52 B 2/ SR 1)
il T 60% MK KRR, FREFLMHRE TRANE,; 50%L ERZEKAIN, FoEbE, K
SRR ARG Z T (IRMK, 2014) EHFRZ RS, FRKSERMM A, T &R
NEEESBEKNSZ TR, T8GR ER, itk ™R IR IE 5 7 245 21 3RATM 7T
Ff#EPL(Abidin, 1990).

# 7 )E Ji(parenting stress, WHCONE JLESEFH RIE T)), 8 CBHEHGR T L ik 1 gz 3 1)
JE 77, IR R KA AT B A G RS B R e, BRI AR e &t Abidin 76 1978
SEE KRR, s B ) BSRIERI 53 9 PR 23, B 23 )R 1 A BESUER (parent domain) M1 L # $5U3s(child
domain)f¥] & 7J(Abidin, 1990). BRI /748 HAC BRSO ATE B R SR R e 77 Heb s AR . 5%
HREAA L SETFIA RAKPE S =I5 A RERAS NAF A DG R 7R 08, A9 NACRRE i BR i) R
RANR S ERFRGUR A F A 2 S FFB = 2 DU I 5 P AT A RE A 8 11 358 IR R AH DG He ok . ) L3 4T,
MEIIRE: TRRRERAT AR A SRR . RSBk 9 v, VARIESE T Hand g, SR 7
LRI ZTIER B S HUHRRMAITE . BARGSE. ForsRE, B9 d8h/50 0. &R S PG I
5)LE BN NF A R R IRIE: SCBEXT T g . Lo SC BRI S 45t 5 1 5 101 5 5% BBt
FEAR SR B 738 P8 (Guo, Bindt, Te, Appiahpoku, Tomori, & Hinz, 2014).

H BT 5 Z WA R R T FE AR AL i Abidin 76 1990 4EEiE(Abidin, 1990). %R ALK 237
JE S35 9 3 ANYESE, 392 S BE R i (parental distress) 251~ 282K i T80 (parent-child dysfunction interaction)
FIPRHE )L E (difficult children)o SCRENFLFEAIASCBES CBT, SZACEEAN NI 500 T J8 S 20 IR0 i ) B R
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2. BIEIR. REHAOMERA L W T OB O ITGERIIR G REERRA R LA SRR Z 5.
PRI R A EARAE SR TR A H R SAE M A, SRS 1 AT MR I A 2 H SR sz i
BOK, HBUDZ B 7R IER PSSR W) LE R85 5 AR — L8305 75 1 Y R 3R 3G A B
PRI EGS 2 I FESCRERE ), s EE . TR WESIESE, SRS R I TRIIAT Y, BN B
A8 K R AT 55 TT T . IX 3 ANYEFEHS S AN RIRE B S i S BE 2R 1T N (Abidin,  1990: 1RIFUK, 2014).

TEZTT it SR AN BER SRR 2 1 B BTt a2 B iz, SCRFIRESZ B #0971 25 BT (Abidin, 1995),
BEXN B CHBERBE IR H B B S, W&z BB 2057 /25 B AIK(Smith, 2010); & Y2 BFFIE L AT
15V 2 SRR AR O, B A BRI 0 2 R AU R T H.8), SN EE DD RE R A E A L
B, m TR IE LB BN EUR R AT N R R A K RIS RS2 (Benzies, Harrison, & Ma-
gill-Evans, 2004; Dietz, 2000; Mantymaa et al., 2006; Nan et al., 2014).

1.4. IE&7KFE

KT IESWRAES, BN FERFREREARKUA. ESRIMSREREES, HA¥ A
IR e T B — PO S R RS AN AR, RUESEEE 5 AT, 252 W% (Observing), EIVER
BN AR, AFEEG. 154 A AN DESE; iR (Describing), RI7ECo A & AN N B IRL
W F1AT3)(Acting with awareness), BJERAETAMAUFTHIESD, 58 7 “LE” , 5 HAIMLSHEEE ER
TR AHW(Non-judging), RUATEMMERESGE . INAIFITESE; AR B(Non-reactivity), B s07F &
PARZ KK E L, FHFRAREAX L. ESEERE—MERE, W2 —Fhd R (Baer etal, 2006). V2
FEHR R AT PLE T 1E 45 2k (mindful training) B 75 2R IR B ANMAK ) 1E 257K °F

1.5. DIERESES

DHRFSTE 5 (mental stage language) G135 175 450K TE 5 (BFEFNIE 25  TH G 28) INRPIRZS (825
TR ARBRESE. E)FIAT N E IR TE S (581X DY (Charman & Shmueli, 1998). JLE R A
brEBR RF RS ) LER OB ISR A B VIR . L 5 IR bR BL3h, Rl 2 2 kel JLE,
B RS HEFRE Z M. SRS )LER HE B8 AR O ERSE SRS )L E O IET
55 IR IAFAE IEAH G, BESSEARME S O BIRSTE S, LB O BB A0 B ARV R R AT T
(Rollo et al., 2017; Ruffman, Slade, & Crowe, 2002).

1.6. AR

IEZHFFHRZBMAEN, OERERKKOETRETT, REFKKIEFRE, RER T KRR
A, (EXTE AR KR, i — RS . BRI IES BRI LA TR, H
ARAER Z, EIMIIESERMAZEPERKTHRE L, FZRTHRKAEN R, WHHE 8 AL
PAERIS 1], HA& B iy . RUIT B A M & B, 25 TR K& /& 226 E
FIstb i 20 3 /NI RO HURAR,  LUALBRI B g, n bR B R T R [T, B 2 bl
B B H AT L3 8T IR EER T BT 7T .

WA ST ML R s 2, AR Eles th AR — KA E WA IR FF 2 A, (HTE P AR 52 FEBU AR
M—2K, FRMBE T4 &% W EHE A TSR, ARERHMEZ TR, KEESR. LT
AN N —FIET I LA T B R, WERESR TR A WA S 2 T 1@ AT 5 B 4% - L 301 152 5 RE A
OEBERKIR R, AP KRIHERK T .

AWETORE HH HR T AR IESHORA & FRATEAZ DA LEATIIT B3R TaA Sk,
ATEBWNRAEFIRT, WA EG KA T AN GBI (] 5 R 5% 7L mT AR s 2 H 1
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PRTLAIE AR, KT R IR SR T A h B B A AR T, IESHERES
AR HFERSR T, AR AR SR T2 AR S IR KRB E I, =& PA
KT, DUBARESR T AN TR S E A RS HER S, R T AR .

AR LW T
BiE—: [ESETLAILETIE RN —Fh A &R IE S TFITFB, A SRS R KMIES
Ko

BB IEER TRAIE T I LUK K2 B HOR 5T
R =: E&RTLAITET I DR SR T LA, BARRIME THUE 2% TR A5
B, ST O BRI S .

2. 5k
2.1. FARMR

JH 22 HERKES I T AT (B 1 AR S0 RS O & SR T Bk, 540 1 HA
HEEEBEHkS S T HEEIES), arlAE N2 E A EnEN 250, NN HEE X
K H RIS R A — 7 KK G Z P . ARy 20 4, 10 MA5E, 10 Mk, B
QHRTREEMZ TS 5N, R 18 ANBENEZ T2, $lLEFERIME3 L 1 1MHE 6
%11 MAZEM=5.1,SD =1.20).

2.2. SRR

2.2.1. REKFFEHER

FKH 37 5 /1 3R (Parenting Stress Index, PSI)J& Abidin T 1990 “E&wfH], FTIEE T RS H R EEE
TEPYECR A G BTG RS 77, 7636 EAME KX A FH T2 (Abidin, 1990). #FFE T EEZAH TEHR
e MR, BIREERTERHGEFESHS T 2003 FBIT TR, AR ER
50 AL Sy B3R 44 8, 3L 94 . FoR Ik B RE AR H S8 BT T 2011 BTN OOR,
LG 12 5 DU R LERBENER. #FREERMEAMAE 36 MEH, 7 AN W, Fxt & -
SR STIR IR A SE T IR (B, ALem ik, FRIEBIFRMEZ AR ERRAA T IR)
AR LE (a0, AT RIRF KZBAMmP) = N8R, =508 12 M8EH ARRRAN”
AEFEAFEE)R “5” FAEREFRE)R S mFr. MR0e, WHEE T XRTRZRNBEEEIE . £
SRR R, R ) e is S A .

2014 SEARMUKO BEE S B R R SCRBT TAET, TR B SR E Sz SR, MK
SR ST AR ST, TR0 R E 2 4 [ oA e ) R S AT IR B 2R R G RUE R A
SR Cronbach’s Alpha 2% 0.932. SCEFNH 73 87 1] Cronbach’s Alpha %7y 0.880: %1k T)jhE
T 54y 53R Cronbach’s Alpha R%N 0.881; Xk )L /3 &K1 Cronbach’s Alpha R%(°4 0.843 .

222. ARRESERRE

TR 3 IE & ¥ & % (Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire, FFMQ)/& i Baer 25 A7E 2006 44wl i FH T
WEANMEF A G IESKFSRAER. B UAE AT HIESNTFRERGIE 112 NS0T A 1)
&2, HHITIRREER TP ASAEER 7oA, Rkt 39 NI R T FFMQ. H13ChH Deng %A
F 2011 #1511 (Deng, Liu, Rodriguez, & Xia, 2011). FLRFRIE&SEERILE 39 NIH, €85 5 MATF,
3 W52 (Observing, OB, #1140, fE4T R, & B IRE G IRIALEAT HE B, 18 (Describings
DS, N, HEIEKASIEMBERIERK), AHWi(Non-judging of inner experience, NJ, #illn, FAHC
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HABEE I ESAGERIEE T % H ), AP (Non-reactivity to inner experience, NR, a1,
JRE] T RIS FE R, AHIRA A M S 8 A5 A14T 3l (Acting with Awarenes, AWA, %, 7
WFr i, LFEM, MHALHETIH) . RERPEHITEH BRFFR S ER 5. &
BEREHM “17 (—HRWAFFEE] “57 BRI S M. 15708 U B RS 7K .
ZERNE T R, AR5 2K Cronbach’s Alpha RECH 0.5; W% 5 &K 1) Cronbach’s Alpha
FHCN 0.798; S HIAT BN 5> EEFK P Cronbach’s Alpha Z%(°4 0.809; Fi& 4> E 3K ] Cronbach’s Alpha RE N
0.808; ANHIWi/r & [ Cronbach’s Alpha REUA 0.642; L&) Cronbach’s Alpha R¥4 0.803.

2.2.3. FTFLRAIZMR

FEARHT FC 26 1 7 ZEHEAT PIIRICEE, I 75 ZELURAE B I AT 5 SR AR 10 BUIRZS 1 5 AR
M5, PR FEE S T A T AR SR, KT E e MM B Qs S M) LR TR T
S, MRS, T AR SR R PRI ] 15 v A

RTINZAS CLLRE =) A phr 22 0 5K S LA 7 RS AR R - S AR RS R 2 1), R AR R RS,
BT — RNAAEAE R AG BB A, RS E ML R B 7R, B L TR L
Gy thy, B TRZ /NI DR

JEMZRA (R ) A H R 0 o B LR T R TE 2 (1, SR AR R FIR T KRR AT AR /S
IR A THE R AL AL T — R AIE AT R A A 23 R R <= A R e

224, LDERSIBESRWIBSE

AGRIGZRIE H Rello 55 NTE 2017 S — W06 T BESELE BEF o 7 4 AR S p ) B KUK AL BIAR S
VBSOS L E A S 2 18] 1 5% R A 7T (Rello et al., 2017). 1405 246 CoBUR AE 51770
439\, S Carman %8 A\TE 1998 fE M1 5¢ T L2 OB AS 1 5 10V 10456 FH A F 70 Hh i i AT 1)
H ) (Camaioni et al., 1998), 3 H &R TP AT FR M b, 403 1 Fios. Rello 55 NiEid i1 & 4F
AN KA O EARSE 5 E IECE (5 BERE R S AR IR 78 i A Al S B e, ke RESR Y
OV FPRAS T 5 1A VA8 A L

7E Ted 55 NAE 2002 51— 06T ) LB AN RESE 1O BUIR A 1E 5 48 F DA OB R B AT 7, 2
I LEE A RESE AR B BT 45 ARG O EDIRASTE B A PRI E R &4 LB A REE O EDIRSE &
BRI . Ted FAFR, MWATAN, OILREIES A FOEBETE LR BT bR, R85 b0
FRASIE 5 R RS0, S REMREIL L3 A O BEEE 18 Y & F&(Ted, Lance, & Elena, 2002). [FIRS, PR SCAl
PESCHE TR R, FECRA FIOMES, SN AT AL R BERI Ay BRIV, 1 AR S Ee N o b T LRI S
B, Flan “NEREEINE E—a), AIERE—ARE, HETLRI R <887 F1“IpE” WA
I3 KA, T H A AR O BDIRESE 5 DhRe ) 2 “ 487, fE S5 X A1) 15 I /2 “ The little mouse is thinking”,
HAgiElE “thinking” ASHOEURASTE S OhAe, AR, BERREE, Kkt 5w gk & At e
HE OHERSE S AL, SAKKEM . AR g £ A O FRAE 5 E B Rk B A
TR A O BRSO
2.3. SLIRRAR

Z 5 R K T ERE P05 ) L3 R sese, Blkseioth iz G, Fila iR KiE
N, WEE Mo RLEAGEE, OFEEANOFERRE, KEHFH LIELLELE N2
BB MEE . MBS R X KRR S R (FFR PSI-SF), W& %K KAE H W 5T 5ol P k56 21
HFRIET; MBE o R AN R IESEER(EK FFMQ), MIEiZF KA HE AT ESKT. 1
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Table 1. The coding of mental state languages

=1L DEBRESIE S SR

OIRAET 20 RESRAE sz o A 000 BRAR 2SS 5 1V s 151
Physiological 4= 1 [ s V8 R (REREDD)
Perceptual B %111 Wrs BCEE); W5 HHA: (D N (G IRGESZ)
Emotional Positive U 17 4% Thle: WM B % B R
Emotional NegativeyH 1% 24 HO; B G B AL AR
Volitional F 2 45 A ) AT BE): RE HRIEE)
Cognitive A 1) HUE: TR A Bl B B BN
Communicativeft 32 1] I PR I P
MoraliE {2 1] THECE L5 BOIGEE R R R0 53 BOR AL 3K5H)

FKIFF REWEN, FRSl) LI, HLEARINE, ZREKE.

FERRF R R AEHIRS 2 )5, FREARK AL TR (L) o [N E kYR
TR “BRE-ALTHEAE (AW , FEFXKHECKIESAZ T F G rExE
S —FE BTSRRI i, BGE N, R TR AR AOT SRR R TR T
S AR TR E S R L. 7 SRS 10 40 B2 A5 I ) S AT 22

FEZ KA EBUR B S TR T AR il 2 Ja, BB KA LE W 2/ b, 3T
B, HFREFRKRERGECITR, MR 7 atbER #m] UM R 735, BJe BBl b3, AT
SRR . R EE I N EE, BRSO RS W . AU R T AL
MURTI, R AETS SR 7R HR A0S T o 1 3L e 3.

FEPRTAILEATN SN2 5, Bl HEE KT IRk T A TRl Bl Ry =
KERsy, IESMIESEIRMME Y, IESRIIZ, ESR TRARIEEIT 3] B0 IEESM
BSOS RRRE MU, b BRI KU, GiFIESHERE, IESRHAGHE#EZ. TR
HIEFAT SR, AT, ESHORR A, AMEZRS ESMIESHIRE. BRI KA a5
AR IE S VLIRS H R, PGS —E0 7 ORISR A 2R 5N B T 5K S M 32 58 — 35 = 70 i T Tl

BB A 4 PRI SRR, RG], FTOT RN R IR SRR S
B ARG IR 51 BEAT IR AR I 25 .

BEA R AN IERSR T AR IR 5] . AEIE SR SR E SRS R, KK b
MIIE 2R AL I, AR L) 12 708F, BEX IESHIRN 6 oot ml(e i ShEIE . A
PPRIRREN . WS IS MARIL . CLEHENII I fE2% TR R P I X7 E TR &)
BEXREAN GBS ARHI Y 1 AE IR P BT o, I HLBCA fE A SR YE L. FE L B VIR S i F v
FKA AT, PPURERME, BERIFKIANE S CaERIIT FL R TT. X KETHII
fd e, DR — AR ERIUE, AR KR INET. AL s, KA LR
SCBE— AR, I HACRERUT #AA I S S IR AR 7388, RN #AT LS 5 B, fEA)
BIE R UCR TR A BE R — 5 S

EIBFIERZ G, ERSGF KR TIIREMEA (), RN ELIEE TR 3iE: ‘X
R AT TRA (), BRI AENIA 22 5 BB R AN % 7 REAT . fmT LSl b —
i, BAGE TR, MR TR DRV AT IR R TR 1 SRS R AT R A Bk
FHUE L. 7 ST 10 2B A I R JF A . R SR BT R VI ANAZE Ja 22 A i
FEA, ANRAE S — A ps Al Ee 2, ANFEm A R B I BEAT
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B 5 BEAT 2R T ARG R, AR AT AR, fESEOR TR R Z )5, #ral) L) APkt
1~2 A B CERELAM LKA MM .. Ble 2R KA A 2 M EZ% 7 HIES KT s e
A, AEZEATIESERIIGE, s R LE A AT, £ TR IINESIN 3 Ka, #lxKInE
JE G, BTN R LSRR MR SRR, RIS IE B Eul.

3. LR
3. AOETEER

Z 5RRT TS 20 A pEd, MAEFLKEAR 134, EMAEFLRKER 70 HYT 6 MR hE
FEE, 1 NMAZIEKEE). RN RZHERRERX M, | MHRERSCERZ B ERE LM AL,
11 AN FEER TSR 2B RN R (AR B R, 5 A KEERACES A R Eh %, 3 AN FKEEM
SCEMIEDIAPIH s 1 AR ENREERZ B ERE LA ASR L E, 10 M RENEZTRENZ A E R
RNRFZEREELE, S AKERREES T AmP it t, 4 NKERREER S AYI .

PR LEHAH 10 NMHEAERM 10 M, R DA L ANAGAET 20153 A)El6 £ 11 A
AT 2011 55 H)Z (M =5.1,SD=1.20).

3.2. KEFEFLRAFLZERFR

S E5RIRTHE LR 20 H2ET9, F 17 o5 7R S T 2% gk & 15, S 85%,
6 HE MG PN EE WS 5 IR TR, (L 30%. 17 W H TR 4 50 #5210 1o % 113
P Z o« B8R T IR KX T T, A 9 R RE45%) RSP 58 R 13 1 1w 1A
0~15 738l; 9 ZHABE(45%) 1 35 B R L T AL I 1A] 0 15~30 708 2 AR & B R 2348 30~60 435
AT IL1E . 90% M F BT 38 B R AN T L MBS [ 7E 30 7 8h AN . ZEZ TFEXE (B OE BMY
FRN AT ) B RIX T, 5 ARBEQS%) G & TE TSR T —E 1k 2 HFERGEETED
AR — 1 IR 6 K BE(B0%) IR BT B AR =R —IR: 5 HEKREQS5%) S &% & Bz
FE—R 1R, 2 AREREZTEIMELE—RILIR.

3.3. #FEES

3.3.1. IERFFEARFIEX BT E R
BT L AL TR DARERACRE R LAR B o Al o A S RER P4 FE 43 73 (M = 31.45, SD = 7.65) 5
F 5 I rp A BE IR P 4 FE 1570 (M = 27.95, SD = 8.79; MD = —3.5, SD = 4.42, 1(19) = —3.542, p = 0.02)..
IERRTF AL TG, KKEZRWENHFRET], SETIRERVE 8 DL A )L 4 15
SEEREES. FIE2.

33.2. AOFERSHFENHXR

P (AR S 5 KA 7] 2 T 5 2R IR /I AR K &R (r = 0.157, p = 0.508, N = 20).

Z 53— FK I ZBE RS FKAKAE 7 5 4 SRR P4 E AR o AR R R (r =
—0.141, p = 0.553, N=20). Z 5% — 7 K KIS 808 B E 5 5 AKAE 1) &0 4 & 58 7R ThRe B3
YEEEAF 7Y AR K R (r=—0.199, p = 0.401, N =20). Z 5iEN I — 77 K K2 EH S 5 KAL & /T
HhaAf T T TRDUE J L BEAE A > oA R IG R (r = —0.093, p = 0.696, N = 20). Z5{H3II— TR KK Z A B REE
5ZRKAE G AR 5 S SR R 71155 oA K K R (r = —0.169, p = 0.475, N = 20).

A T 22 R RE ) R AAE 1] A T Pt 75 (0 B R 0 B WA T R AR T R i R AR 3R
7o RIS, A SRR I R AKAR S BRI J1(M = 80.69, SD = 15.65, N = 13)K T AEMAE REE M XK K
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A MBFEE S1(M = 104, SD = 20.62, N = 7), M4 FKEEM R KRG TR E 1 50 R R KR
HIZR S Sy 2 RIAEAE AL IA) 2 5 (MD = —23.31, p = 0.011, #(18) = —2.874).

A SR 5 AR A R B (1 SR AR AE (v o T o4 7 1 AL BE N B4R FE 4G 90 T 2 % 2 (MDD = —7.22, SD =
3.88, #(18) =—1.863, p = 0.079).

TEHTI 8] 45 020 T DhRe A BB 4E BE A5 40 b, MR KEE M R KRG IR FIhae R B (M =
22.62, SD = 5.16, N = 13)I& T A 5 B (1) X KA 5 1R 56 1 Dh e 2R A EL 301590 (M = 33.57, SD = 0.56, N =
7), MR GRRE ) SR K AR AR SR E 1) R AR T 1SR T D R Ok R EL BN 15 4 2 IBIAFE 2H 18] 22 S (MD= —10.96,
(18) =—4.3, p <0.001).

AR O B 5 AR A SRR P A AE T A WU o s 1 R M ) LB 4 B A5 T 2 3 22 (MDD = =513, SD =
3.59, ((18)=—1.431, p=0.170). ¥EW% 3.

MR O B 5 AR A SR RE 1 XA AE I 45 U R o o R A BER B 4E B2 15973 6 2 % 72 (MDD = —3.15, 1(18)
=—0.873, p = 0.394). JAz 5 e AR M AR SRE () SXACAE ] 35 i U HR 25 1 5 1~ D e 2k U L 3h 4 245 70 o ik
EH 7 F(MD = —4.00, 1(18) = —1.998, p = 0.61). MhA 5Kt 5 A AR 58 BE 1) 5 K AE 1) 36 J I i 157 £ PR HEE L
HYEF ST 2 (MD = —3.24, ((18) = —0.884, p = 0.388). JlAE 5K KE 5 AR A 52 B2 1 5K AE ) 35 5
PR R BRI 115 R F E R (MD =—-10.38, ((18) = —1.341, p = 0.197). VEWF 4.

Table 2. Parenting stress before and after the intervention

=2 BFENBRHEENRIENER

AN = 20) JE (N = 20) J& D
HEFEIET M SD M SD MD SD t df P
MRS 88.85 20.47 83.29 16.86 -5.6 1275 -1.965 19 0.064
BRI 31.45 7.65 27.95 8.79 3.5 442 —3.542 19 0.02%
E il S R 26.34 7.53 25.55 4.58 -0.9 58 -0.693 19 0.497
e )L 2 30.95 7.78 29.75 7.86 -1.2 3.91 -1.371 19 0.186

& p<0.05, **{% p<0.001.

Table 3. Parenting stress of the only-child and non-only-child families before the intervention

3. Al PIRE SIERERENRKBFENEHEEER

HIFRE BN =13) AeEN="T) PhA AR A
M SD M SD MD SD t df p
MHFRET 80.69 15.56 104 2062 2331 819 -2.847 18 0.011*
SRER 28.92 7.36 36.14 9.82 -722  3.88 -1.863 18 0.079
TR ES) 22.62 5.16 33.57 458  —-1096 5.8 43 18 <0.001%*
PRI L2 29.15 6.78 34.29 9.14 -5.13 359 -1431 18 0.170

% p<0.05, **f{% p<0.001.

Table 4. Parenting stress of the only-child and non-only-child families after the intervention

F 4. FNPRE SERERERSHRRKBFENRYERER

ANV =13) N =7) MA Al AR
M SD M SD MD SD t df p
BHTRETT 79.62  17.31  90.00 14.81 -10.38 7.75 -1.341 18 0.197
BRI 26.85 746 30.00 8.16 -3.15 3.61 —0.873 18 0.394
ETIRSAEES 2415 472 28.14 3.13 -4.00 2.00 -1.998 18 0.61
PR M )L 2 28.62 8.00  31.86 747 -3.24 3.67 —0.884 18 0.388

*{E p<0.05, **LFE p<0.001,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.88143 1205 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.88143

iy &%

3.4. KKIEZKPRIFMIE R

3.4.1. ERFFHEARIIEFHNRKIESKERHFN

TEAN SN R IO 4ERE B, RAAE G I 1736 14540 (M = 22.2, SD = 2.63)%%3 & T/ il 45w (19159 5>
(M=21.6,SD=3.31; MD =1.65, SD =2.89, 1(19) =2.554, p=0.019). FEMEH FHILEREE b, FAKALE G
G M =27.3, SD = 5.91) &3 & T 5 W26 H 1943 70 (M = 25.15, SD = 5.14; MD = 2.15, SD = 2.28,
1(19) =3.462, p = 0.003).

TEAT BN W AR F I 4ERE b, KA S W 0] H (1550 (M = 28.85, SD = 5.2) % Z KT Firill 1) & v 1) 15
73 (M =29.95,8D =4.12; MD =—1.4, SD =2.35, #(19) = —2.67, p = 0.015). {EFRRF T4 E, FKER
W) A3 50 (M = 21.8, SD = 2.24) % AT 7l vl 45 2 (1998 73 (M = 22.85, SD =2.25; MD = —1.05, SD =
2.35, /(19) = —2.146, p = 0.045). {EAHIWIH 74 I, FAKAE G 5 1350 (M = 25.75, SD = 4.15)
SR 9] H (1550 (M = 24.6, SD = 3.98) 2 [M¥& A3 .35 22 (MD = 1.15, SD = 3, #(19) = 1.717, p = 0.102).,
ERIESKTPE S b, REEFN RS TS5 M = 126.65, SD = 6.72) 5510 745 1 1435 M =
124.15, SD = 8.55) 2 0] . & ZF(MD = 2.5, SD = 5.56, #(19) =2.011, p = 0.059). VW% 5.

3.4.2. AOZEEEXMRKIERKFEHEME

EF AR ST A R K IESAKF Z MM KK R (= 0.378, p = 0.1, N=20). % FHIER 55
H R K IE SR Z A TEAH KR R (r = 0.062, p = 0.794, N = 20).

S5 IR K M2 208 PR 5 AT % R KRS 1 1R KF 2 (R JeAH 86 R (r = —-0.227, p = 0.336,
N =20). ZH5LEMFEKIZHEERES ENHZE KRS W IEZAKCEZ LK R = -0.052, p =
0.827, N = 20).

FERTI A, AP Lo R R I R AAR S I IE K, 5 3RAR 2 SRR I AR A5 (1 1R 7K P 2 a1 )
KRREWMTR, SEER/S R IRRESHEERMR SRR EHRZESR. L 6.

3.5. FFLAFLERK

FEfE I, AT LR BE I F KA IR SR, SRR 7 2 SR I K KR 2 1 IE & /K F 2 [B] 1Y
KAW 7. 7, AT LR BER KRS BIA RN YEFEAR 73 (M = 22.23, SD = 1.96) 5EB A4 1 &
FEEMFE KA (M = 25.14, SD = 2. 79HM, MAEZFEM R KIF /3 ERMD = 291, SD = 1.07, #(18) =
—2.73, p = 0.014). FEEMA, AT LR BE R KIS AT En4E 4500 (M = 30.3, SD = 5.33) 54k
TR FBENZ KA (M = 25.29, SD = 3.09) A0, MAE FKEE I K K199 3 =1 (MD = 5.02, SD = 2.20, #(18)
= 2.283, p = 0.035). fERMIEMIESAK B, WA FEE R K S AR A K g K KA A B3 2 7 (MD =
—1.42, 8D =3.22, (18)=—0.44, p = 0.665). VEW% 7.

Table 5. Parents’ mindfulness level before and after the intervention

= 5. AR RKIAN ANERKFELE

RN = 20) JE (N = 20) S M-

IE&KF M SD M SD MD SD t ar P
HIES/AKT 12415 8.55 8.55 6.72 25 5.56 2,011 19 0.059
AN RL 21.6 331 222 2.63 1.65 2.89 2.554 19 0.019*
pilg =4 25.15 5.14 5.14 591 2.15 228 3.462 19 0.003**
AT Hn 29.95 4.12 4.12 5.2 -1.4 235 —-2.67 19 0.015%*
Eiip% 22.85 225 225 2.24 -1.05 2.188 -2.146 19 0.045*
ASH 24.6 3.98 3.98 4.15 1.15 3.0 1.717 19 0.102*

% p<0.05, **{% p<0.001.
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Table 6. The only-child and the non-only-child parents’ mindfulness level before the intervention

= 6. ALNPIRE SIEME KENRKKREH D AEBKFEER

ANV =13) AN =7) AR AE

M SD M SD MD SD t df p
MIESAKT 12338 8.31 125.57 9.48 -2.19 5.56 -1.073 18 0.297
NI 20.69 25 23.29 4.15 -2.59 1.48 -1.76 18 0.096
k= 25.31 5.51 24.86 478 0.45 247 0.182 18 0.858
1785 31.15 436 27.71 2.63 3.44 1.81 1.90 18 0.074
Hiiik 223 2.13 23.85 227 -1.55 1.02 1.515 18 0.147
TN H) i 23.92 448 25.86 2.67 -1.93 1.86 -1.039 18 0.313

Table 7. The only-child and the non-only-child parents’ mindfulness level after the intervention

7. ENRE SIERERENRKKREH D AEBKFEER

AN = 13) A (N ="7) JAE g AR

M SD M SD MD SD t df p
BIESAKTF  126.15 721 127.57 6.13 -1.42 3.22 —0.44 18 0.665
AR 22.23 1.96 25.14 2.79 -2.91 1.07 -2.73 18 0.014*
W% 26.77 6.95 28.28 3.50 -1.52 2.83 -0.54 18 0.598
178 30.3 533 25.29 3.09 5.02 2.20 228 18 0.035%
ik 22.08 2.14 21.29 2.50 0.79 1.06 0.745 18 0.466
TR 3 2477 475 27.57 1.90 -2.8 1.89 -1.48 18 0.155

*{EK p<0.05, **LFE p<0.001,

BT FEERIRTISE T ARG K (AL B (M = 523, SD = 315.5) 55 M55 P AL m K =
572, SD = 267.98) 2 i) Z£ 7 A5 2 (MD = 49.1, ¢(19) = 0.898, p = 0.380).

WAL T FBE R RTEE T2 AL K (M = 556.15, SD = 335.54, N = 13) 5 4RI A= 1 Lo 58 B2 1 Rl 555
TR K (M = 461.43, SD = 288.5, N = 7) 2 [M] £ F AN EE(MD = 94.73, 1(18) = 0.630, p = 0.536).

HAE T Lo BE G I3 T2 A JLS K(M = 563.92, SD = 222.16, N = 13) 5434 T Lo R EE ) Ja 55
TR K (M = 587.29, SD = 358.17, N= ) Z [0 2 5 A B3 (MD = —23.36 , #(18) = 0.181, p = 0.858).

AR RS S RTINS K 2 [ A S 52 R (r = —0.219, p = 0.354) . FZ% T HIAERE 5 T 3L K 22 8]
AR K R (r=—0.181, p = 0.445).

3.6. FFLEAMLERILERSES ALERER

P2 (AR % 5 1 0 7 O BEDPR S 15 5 1V R 2 (R TEAH K R (r = —0.389, p = 0.090) . % T[4 #E 5
S O BEOBR 51 ARV SR 2 B TE A9 R R (r = —0.261, p = 0.266)

P AR T Lo FREE I FACAE AT I s A A 0 BEIR SE S 1RV BE (M = 20.54, SD = 16.60, N = 13) 54
A 2 57 R 1 5% KA B I s A B O BRIR S E SR TC B R (M = 13.71, SD = 7.36, N= 7). [A) C i &
48] 2 5 (MD = 1.84, SD = 8.53, #(18) = 0.216, p = 0.831).

P A ¥ LA Ja I b O FIR SE S RCECE( M = 30.84, SD = 19.87, N = 13) 5404 1 & 78 Ja il
FOHDIR B SRV AEW = 29.00, SD = 1427, N = D2 AR EH N ZFMD = 6.82, SD = 6.66,
(17.658) = 1.269, p = 0.221).

AT IRk T AL N TS, JEI05E 7 SR S8 S KA 1) O BR S 1R 5 TRlTE 3K
B L, TS Sl R AR RS 25 R 2 (MD = 1.7, p = 0.002, 1(19) = 3.7). 115 FL i3 o 48 1 19 9
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WAG 2RV 2 (MD = 3.1, p = 0.004, 1(19) = 3.24). THifa 3L EH BRI 2 MD = 2.1, p
<0.001, 1(19) =4.369). 5 3Lz 458 FH A FIAH R )RS 2 (MD = 2.45, p = 0.001, #(19) = 3.862). T
T 3L A RRE AR AR SR RIS 2 (MD = 0.9, p = 0.004, (19) = 3.327). +TUa 3L bl 1 S g B
IRFSE SRV 2 (MD = 12.05, p=0.001, #(19) = 4.14). L7 8.

4. &ML
4.1. BFEA

S0 T IESSEF AR TINZR S 2 5, FAKE G a2 4 35 AL BE NP 4L FEAS 0 BB PR T
XU IE @26 T AL R8T B> R KAE BRI R P (S RE R PR 75 R e ) L2 48 5 L KSR T Thig
KWENYERE b, ARTIRA EESR, HHERESRE KL, RRT bG8 8R.

ACREFRI PSR AR AL BEf T, SCRFESZ B MHIAR . SCREA AT AN R 15 T A REA BTt i)
PR, RFERRA R LA R = 25 (Abidin, 1990). IE&FETARILE T AT DX ANEE F4 TR
RESCREFOFS Bl o ZEREUIR I A INVEAI B8 7 h i S 250 RE7R 2B g H ORI T, BeN % T IS,
[F S RCH OIS Ly, B H SR — N IF M E S/ .

FT IR R E BRI SE PRI HE LB T, BESEIRZT 04T R B A 1 5l 22 R
K, HBAZRZFRIEMERS5R, W QBSRBIRE, SEFRERALE. FmAERK, R&
A AEIE R BB ILBNEIHL F R, 52 R K(Abidin, 1990), EMYET I, [E&sEFoAILNE
3 BUR 1 S5 DR AT R T TR R 2] BT TR) I A, SQREIE VA B 52 31 1R B £ 1 2 B 1 1 1) )R A5

PRHME ) L3 R R 715 AR AR R I — e 5 T ) TR 3 223 S BRI IR B Bl 22 VA AE A BERG 77, i ity
G TR IEEN RS, S AMB AL 5 R ISR AAT A, A0 iE B BE 71 M Il RAT 5 7 T (Abidin, 1990),
X5 AR M@ A ) T HOR ECE . AR TG L AR A R B SR MAE T K RKEEERIE T, fERTI
HREEBA T R BE AR T S R IR R KR, TR TR R A BAX AN b, JEMAE T
LR F KB BN S BT EST,  AES H  28 S R 1 0 8 B 20 TR 0 /K7 R0 &4 BE TR 387 TR 7K
PRI ZE S AR . AT W, R SR T IE T, AT R ES, KK ERBA E—NEF
ATREE T DB, KA T EIILE AN R, WEE EZ R &% 7 2% 0 IE R B 1
LN T IESSEFLALEM TG, KKMIAMREE R, SN EFRFmRMBERURT .

Table 8. Parental uses of mental states languages before and after the intervention

= 8. DMEBRSES AR R ENER

AN = 20) JE (N = 20) J - i
M SD M SD MD SD t df p
OHRBIES 18.15  14.22 30.2 17.73  12.05 13.01 4.14 19 0.001*
T 1.1 227 0.35 093  -0.75 245 -1.371 19 0.186
TN 10.1 7.82 11.55 9.46 1.45 5.62 1.153 19 0.263
TR A 1.2 3.17 29 231 1.7 2.05 3.70 19 0.002**
TH G 1.7 234 4.8 4.01 3.1 4.28 3.240 19 0.004%*
JEEE R M 1.2 1.88 33 2.87 2.1 2.15 4369 19 <0.001**
N 1.5 2.11 4 371 245 2.84 3.862 19 0.001%*
P caid] 1 2.05 225 3.46 125 3.06 1.828 19 0.083
TG 0.45 2.01 135 2.56 0.9 121 3.327 19 0.004*
DR + ) 29 4.94 7.7 4.59 4.8 5.72 3.754 19 0.001*

*{E p<0.05, **LFE p<0.001,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.88143 1208 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.88143

iy &%

4.2. RKPAEZKFE

L [ IESR TR ARSI MR 25, 20 A 50RE H AR S AN SN 4k FE AL YEE [ 1E
SACPARS BT TAEAT Bl o R e LR R 4E T B IE AR 0 1 s AE AN T 48 2 _F 4520 /i s
TRFZES; AEBKIESAKE L, BN Z M EH & 2R . HOUX A OUA 7T - U A UL &3
FRIBAHRATERIRCR, AT REE RN T HURIES R 3 RIG A HAT G IR S s, ok A 2ot ik
BR KR 3 RNHATIEGLAIL A E SRS, A 7] G2 IE &K= — A B KRR A,
ToE I I At A I P

FEREHTI R, A7 2 RS AR A T KB I XK AR B N IE 2K e R AR 5 4 FE 15 70k
LS LA RENER . ERERENT, AT L 5E N R RNYEE -5 TR
HEFKBE, FEATENGERNLERE LA 2 TARMAE SRE , (7R H A 2 P LK (K IR K By 2 (4R
Z5t . R MIF KA IESKCP A T LR S RA KR

43. FFLEAFLIFENR

FER T AN K b, AR AT B3 25, HAEOHRESEFTRZIm, JFH s KA
OHELRAE F B R R E 2 TR, XR A KIEZR T aA IR T IR A, KA O
RETE S R, A RO FE I (] BT S Be0 BUR S TE F R L

BT iRt S 5IENERKRNZHEE KT UL S M T 2, A5 HTEI R 2R T AL
KU F KK QHERSE ST AT R KRS KA R B3 B2 5 ARA R, AlEK
HOE R T AT PRI IR A, A RIS T UHS B R .

4.4. EibkI

AU I P E AR KA LA U IR R, 3R S INA IR T BE s I K K 2
X2RT IR BB, BN 2 5K — SHoR BT, I EME D ol KT 72k
THIEMAZ G, DLUT 12— 2R 3,

HEZHFEHNETH, A2 AFEHRZBETEE K= RS ES N 1 AR E s B EMN
TS5 TR, HAOR TIHENHE - NKXKSE, Haijal R 75 5 KT s e mal oy
TREAE), KGR ESMERER, ZTHNEETFHRAOZE53MZTHIET, & EFERILS
I TEES ST LTS, PN EZMZTHE . K 2 SHPar G N L0 B & AT
A, X LE LR T, RS T EERIEF A EMNZ T B ER, EARSINET I
&, WAREWTIREF A Z T AAL . BaEZTAES.

FEFEAAE B I LE B S5 SR E R G T, 17 2H(85%)5% T iy £ 2R I 45 £ 1 i B 2
Br T, AUH 6 H(30%)76 T TN EE R E S i el R . A SR R
b, BEEMNSHEMATEG, XA TXED T, Wit asskZ g r IR, i)
HAREGRZAG LR IR A BB 8T, AR 25 B S B S A

7 FRAEFE IR I 2 )5, ORI EI R R A — 2575 U IR B B, Bt
“CAB AR 07 gt sm A 3L S b R R LR A, AE @RI TAL BT
BRI, I FERERRS T B OIS L TN EZ T34, Da@EEINEE. &6 0
BN EANRIE” FoRM R, ARZBMEATNHEENE, EHEMZEEEAR, SN THE,
SIREIHE AT, ZRABRR P IRDEE S, AXKER, EEIHMEIRE )G, £ENSA
G A O T HRIVERA T .
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4.5. &5ig

BTG IE S HOR 5oR TRAILIMES &, NECER TR S S] T —BUIESHRE
BN F KT HEAR . THSREREIRER, IESRTRAIET IR RN
MBIRE T, IREFE KK NIESACE, BN FARAE 2R T AL A AT A0 BUIR AT 5 W scR,
WP th IR SRR BT — € 116 3 8 UM SEEE SCo AHE U Ay BIE DR IE S BRI T A TR i 45
AR, BRI KIESR T e AT, WK I B A e A — A, T
BAT S R B LA, A A . ARESR TR AR

B O

KT Z B B LR THE ANA SR R”  (NCET-13-0609), [H 5 H A R 7 4:(31200763;
31200764), HEHNCHSF AR EFFEEESE2YICI90011), 7R ERLTEFELH AA IR
(2012WYM _0006), #H =0 E AN DR Esh3E 4, N &4 0E RS B 7 b B E R 55
FEFE4(2017BINCMCES 1) ¥ B

SE
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