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Abstract

Objective: 1) To understand the characteristics of cognitive dissonance, coping style and forgive-
ness of college students; 2) To explore the relationship between cognitive dissonance, coping style
and forgiveness of students. Methods: Convenient sampling from universities and colleges in Hai-
nan. Hearland Forgiveness Questionnaire (HFQ), Simplified Coping Style Questionnaire (SCSQ) and
the Cognitive Dissonance Emotion Questionnaire (CDEQ) were used to measure the forgiveness
level, the coping style in life and the cognitive dissonance caused by interpersonal conflict. Results:
1) The scores of the male HFQ were significantly higher than female students’ (t = 3.116, p < 0.05).
The negative coping style of male was significantly higher than that of female students (t=2.337, p
< 0.05), and the male self-directed negative emotion was significantly greater than that of female
(t = 3.120, p < 0.05). 2) There was no significant difference in all the dimensions of HFQ, SCSQ and
CDEQ in four grades. 3) HFQ of students who served as student cadres was significantly higher
than that of students who had not (t = 2.973, p < 0.05), and the positive coping style of students
who served as student cadres was significantly higher than those who had not (t = 1.985, p < 0.05).
4) The positive coping style of a part-time student is significantly higher than that of a student who
has not done part-time work (t = 3.037, p < 0.05). 5) There is significant positive correlation be-
tween forgiveness and negative coping styles. Forgiveness is positively correlated with general
discomfort and self-directed negative emotion. Positive coping style is positively correlated with
negative coping style and positive emotion. Negative coping style is positively correlated with
general discomfort and self-directed negative emotion. Positive emotions and self-directed nega-
tive emotions have a significant negative correlation. The general discomfort and self-directed
negative emotion has a significant positive correlation. Conclusion: 1) The level of forgiveness de-
velopment of male college students is higher than that of female college students; 2) There are no
significant differences in the level of forgiveness at all levels of the university stage; 3) as a student
cadre and doing part-time activities can improve the ability of college students to deal with life
events; 4) The only child is more prone to bad mood problems than the non-only child; 5) Inter-
personal conflict practice will lead to cognitive dissonance. College students will tend to use nega-
tive coping style to solve cognitive conflict, so as to achieve balance.
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HE: 1) THRREEMNGRE. B ARMERRRES; 2) T REFENMKE. Rt 5 A w8
MXXR. HiE: AEEERKERGERRE, RAHearland B8 5348, 5 MX T R BRI R ETE
ZRBNERZERNREEAFT. EFF RS H R AR R LB RENRRERA. £2: 1) B
4 Hearland 8 HE R A A B EZR T LA (t=3.116, p < 0.05), BAEKERNTHARIERE
EETLAE(t=2337p<0.05), FAEAMERBMEATEEEBESE KT L4 (t=3.120, p < 0.05); 2)
Hearland % #8735 . 4] 5 RX A RAB KANMRABE NS SEFENUNMER LB EEEER;3) ##
2 TR F A M Hearland B 48 R % A A B4 BEE R/ TERAEHET ZAETERZEAE ([ =2.973,
p < 0.05), #AETEETFTHHZERRRNN FRIERESEEFRTRARTSZETIRZEE(® =
1.985, p < 0.05); 4) HULFHIRFZEENBRNN HRDIEBERESEERTRE M FIRFIZER =
3.037, p < 0.05); 5) RHSHERSX HRAEEENIEMR, BAS—BAERBEN BRI WA
BEFEEERIEMSR, BRI RS HRPX R AR EE R RE EMR, HIRMNTFRE—
BAEEE R R AEAMEERAEEEIEMRX, BREES BREAMATBEFELZE AR,
—BAERESERERNEAMBEFEEEEHR.E1:1) BREENRERBKFETLREE;
2) REMBESNMEZNRRRBKTFEAR BERNZANE; 3) HEERETHNSNIRRESIE LR
FRFAGEAEFEMRRES; 4) BETFLBRIEMETLERSGRENREEFE; 5) ARRER
SRR, KEAE M T4 E AR 7 ORI R, AR
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1. 51§

L1 NAI%H

NJN I H 18 (the cognitive dissonance theory) i Festinger T~ 1957 fEF2H, Al 7SRRI & AT
PLOr N TAIEARTTER, TG R ZAA R RS, A BNe] e A PR (o6 e, 2010). 44
AR BT RE (A BRI AN LB A E T R AN I, st HIA R R . INRTIR B 2, fEMEAN O
S AEAERE R TR AL . fEXFMEOLT, N TEBUERISE R, MR e RiEE AR H O
W EAT A VAR B A EI B, B AN S 1 AR R B O T R RIIA R SR
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1779 S H CAT RS RARCERES, F4H, 2010).

bl AsE 28 M (1] — R 0 A VR R 90 20 A2 a0 S B SR SR (R 25, 7K e, 1998). Wl i i A% At (1) Bh
James Carlsmith 5+ ) 5838 IR M (forced compliance)s2%; . Linder, Cooper il Jones 7E 1967 L [RIHEAT T
() — AT i 2 SR T 9, IR Ik 62 7 A N BN R IR R 2 A« Zanna 1 Cooper 7E 1974 %0 17— NS
A RAEE RIS ANA = A2 N R 1 & 5 A 52 S0 78 . Davidson & Kicsler T 1964 5 BT 5 (1) 4 5 A
JEWIAT RIS AL . SRS, 1999).

6 5 10T SR DA R 2R R L I PR AN B 58 2 AN 5 7 SRR W G387, 7RI LA TR I Y — S8 B A T f U
45, BB XA RURIRAT RIEEATIE . B, DhRE SIS FE & 3R (Dysfunctional Attitudes Scale, DAS),
AT 26 00 1) 5 55 o AHIT T3 FH BB 7 77 (201 0)BH 1R (1 A 60 2R 1R 175 &5 1) 45 Hh ST RSOR 1B AT 00 2=

WHUR AR KRR FE 2 BAMRRAR 7 X pggm, BT MEZ 3B SRRy s, N
fe batar ok R, HAE MBI IR A OB ) (VR 2001). TR E YA I 5025 1 1T
LT EH T R A RO B AE BEANE R D7 2% (G. G. Anthony, L. R. David, B, 1988). wixic
2007 HIA T, 357 (201 1) IR 7T 58

1.2. B¥AER

RiXf(coping), BRFRIIAT, S OB RIS O B A RE 2 (] i B B A pL . BB, 76 SRR
AR, AMRHZ IS AR AR PPAN DR R P B SRS RS BT R BRI AT 46 I o B2% 77 7 (coping
style) & T AR LE T 3T AR ST BE BT R A FIFRAT 07 20, AT ARAE RN 58 i Bl RS XA o e o B
RO AR R —Fp E B AR R, AR BRI T SR A SR R T S BRI A R
B NIREE R AR R R, N7 2R MATE BRI RIBOA B sl kv, AT
S T REAT PN BT AR T T B iR .

PUAE S DL 20T R0t 7 2CIR o) o B AT 3 A JeE 55 N\ 1) (1 v 22 2 ) 7 20 (Coping Style Scale
for Middle School Students, CSSMSS), Z:%24x%% A (1999)%h fill (4 S5 S x 75 3l 5 1 151 85 4 o) 160 2
J7 R4 o A FEE F EH A7V 7 (1998) g il ) 17 20 8 Xt 77 2K ) 4

AR A, T T O AR IE TR 7 T TR A e 90, AT X X e g R A ) I T — AN S
BIRE A O PR R ) B LR R o Rl SR A K 2 AR AT THE A 3N o 1] RN ik () 2ot 7 s CTe Rk, sk, it
6, TARE 2004; PMICUT, AR, R, 20105 XM, 2003; 4E, 2007). EHER, EHRTR
X R TR Z R TR APRR R KR . W EERE ARES . WX EiE2012), AL
(2006) MRLZE(2002) IR 725

1.3. =R

DAk, AT 5 CANE” [ eRrPEGSHEHE R E R, RRRIRIE S . AR
FHORE I, FLrstieth “BRZIE” REE, 887 5 /T HERR. k. “HE R (2,
2002). BESEEHE “RKy2il, BEmMOR” (GRiE < MDY ). ILTER, BRAELEANS NIRRT,
SO RIPRERIN BREC RN, BN B OB RBGEFRSER . PR, ERASEME SRy, 2
HILS MR —ME SRR N, IOV ERRERAYE “ANESIE, SRMAA” MERY
BGF(CEARY ), FrEAESS 78 7 ] “JUMIAVED” SRS ATE (Y AR S R CFRIAD ) AE (BURBUET 1)
H, WATRTEAGA, WRMWAKEEN. AAE: BANERTIAEEN(PEY, HARE, 2004).

TEVE T, 5o B8 A 1) SCHR T RE R A5 ISR R AT 2 . A5 SR E AR 1) %6 4407 nasa. calach il
kapbar, EMEITEA, 48 LA RARIEGRMEAL. RS LB R . B R TE AR T A i S
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apbiemi. apoluo. cbarizomai fl agape, B A EAHER. BEF. BUAEXTEANKED, FERNKREEARED
(RFH S G 2 S 2 OO SR AR R 2 (IR R, 2009).

B0 BT OB E RO TT, e s T A N R AEYEE o Pingleton 155 #E N FEH Z B H
JE R AR TR AL E 75 5K « Hargrave YN 96 AUt & 32 5 # A PG IRZICE o« North R TE AR ZH
HWHBRAHRZACE TS AR, FECAFE . A2 Z N7 AR NS AR . X288 E XORIERZ HE 2
B E E X RHR I E WS B S 45 10324k . Bnright &R 342 T North [ 3, AT AR 552 5
FERHZALE A E 1B AATARPL=J7TH, T North & A Hib K ve MG RN T . Rtk i
TPANATE AR Z HEEEZBIAANEMGEE, HXHMRIOE W AT R AT R BIRE R, I
BLIET FNG S T AT NN FI3EFE . McCullough 25 /5 AL . FIABAT sl B8 L ml, I NTE
R ARAE 2 H H IO E P AEIAE I — RIS R, oI R RS T 2 FH IR E TR0 1)
P, SR T2 FHEEERRILENIIN, FHRMZHE SERILE M. Mf1E R 5% R IEA 3L,
Mg — MR EHLIN AR AR . Bk E b, JEPIAN E SRR #0E HW BN SR O A SEIERT 5T
X PR 8 (5%, 2003).

Wi AR e W B (Enright, 1989). Enright 24 1 AT A BIBF AN, AT T & FhA R 52 44 F2 FE 1 5
AP ) PR AAAEE R AR P BetE 22 e, IF H SR RAAM & IR R AL 43 TR K R BB BOH X R
Enright. Santos. AlMabuk (1989)LL 9~36 & X EATA 70, UESE LA B AL, RIL D) FERIKFAEARE
W PR E 2 . H IR A CFYFR 9.67 D) BT RFEHMBANL; LFELHS
HECHIFRE 1242 D) RECT RFEABNBNH ;s HERA S AECHFERT].58 D) 56 AK-FRECT
WA, 2) BHEKKRBESANEREREZE MK, ZMAER, KEHEDENTERRBEKTFRELT
FEPr B AR S B B AR AR 2 B0 TS DU B B — R SRR 1 T AR B RN TR AR R ) i
T B 7N B 2 1 TE AR B BU R R TN (R 36, 2007) .

BT, FEAR LS R ECR AL MRS . MEE N IRIRUIREE, @ikl
RAUR R L 5 FAUA KM FAE, BORPGAIE B Uy E E B = R 7 A SR R iR ok, R
J& HRIE FE N AR S A MBI WA BT A . WEFTR W, AU AR B I & ONATT RS B8 K F
Zechmeister 5 A\ K RUFEE N B IR H 548 B A0 E X N bR SR BT MR RE AT TS . S8 A0 5
BRZMIAER 2 K —RR2MEZFENENAMIEXE LA, RRMEM A Susan-Wades 1]
5 EIA KM NBREIHL IR 2 Enright 98 2074 . 53— 82 00 & 56 A8 i), AR B R AT A RERR.
MY R G, SRR R 5 o BRI REH I E. A OS5 A AR 8 A e
By MWITMYEERE, FEARNE R/ N EFE G T AR TR GE R & IV E TV EYE
KE, AN EBRRE . FEERE . FWEwRE . DA EFAT NI R 55 A SLIG o 9T S A
2 ANJTIH, — R AR S0 PR FR & MR R R R G R, B SE AR R AT — R R
AR R T BRCRCL/NIL, FHRAE, 2009).

iR 3 Mo, SRR R MR A E, A BT A0 IR A BRI AT BEIR N
P, A7 B TR E S E A 3 R R A& A R ER I IS S A R, A B TR AT BE A3
Bl 1EEA BT 1047 98 A8 SEUE B 7T L RCAN R FE 18] () LU o SR8 vk b B DA 2601 o R R 7 32 2 2 1
S 0 %% DR ZR B B I AE R &R

1.4. )@Y

P A AT T8 A B AW TE, R AE I TR 2 AT H R TR N A, IFBCA 2 KRR
Xf 77 AN R 5 58 R R R REAT SRRV
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REEAE A NEX 7 2 ) — L DA AT 22 A FE T G, DR DA X Ty 38 I 3 5 0 B R 2 T £
HEPS, SRZOBPRMBR, WAEE LN, RAEMAN A SRS ERER, H225
ISR — R SR o BT LAREX Ty 3 th 5 58 AR AE — S AR

PRk, AT H R AR ST T AR T INRR I x5 205 s AR [a ARG R &R, Rt
SR BT IR AR SR T ABR I R I RIFUERAAT AR B R L, B B IR 7e AT Bl
TRFPAOH R TENRRSHE.

HAORYL, AR E 2 H BT

1) THERZANEI RO 75 2R 56 204 R

2) RIFRZEANRIR L RIS 5 2N 98 B8 A SRR R

L5, #sRfRE

D) WEIRIE . RS 75 305 AT E R R, R AR AR RSO . S HET
EAEEESR
2) NEIRM L RO SE AR AR R A R

2. REMREFHE
2.1. MREMR

KHTERRE, DA RSP WK R I RS K — BRI & 22 WA, KRG
100 3, 3300 43, B 300 4, HdG a3 248 17, A RAELEN 82.67%. WEFXT R, WE 1.

22. fiIRIE

2.2.1. Hearland T3 o] %

%R W Hearland ], 7 T8 AR T8 A0 B PN GERE, 32 B SR & 4k o 28 A AN 5 20
CLUIRMBI A (. “ FRou et 240 0 FRI N IR R ARAR 7, “TRA —Fh s 4 KD 5% ). ERH
24 ANTUH AR, T8 E M N 4EE S 12 B8H, KA 6 ZiFa( = BEATFE, 6 = 5%
A, 1900k, WA 5 % h R 56 2 H . Barber fil Maltby fERF 7T ORI, 58 404t A FN 58 40 5
OO ERM N —SE R 58 0.83 F10.71, SERFINFH—BERECH 0.87. FIAH 5T H ¥ 4 32 2L
PR RN, WOE AT B et i HOE T 58 AV d A 4 B R A

2.2.2. HHEMNHGRIEE

e FHA 02 (1998) Zi ) Y 77 B IS0 7 3 1A0 26 o 12 1) 265 EH ASURM IS0 AT A5 IS X 79 A4 2 (7 FE ) AL A
B 20 MEH. FEANAVFRR, RIUZHF0, BNEIHE 0~3 1153, ZEROUBIRBIN 4 FETJ& 70 Al
TH BB SIS YEJSE 24 7 o R A ELINAE 20N 0.89, [R5 1 22 80 0.90; ARMZ NS 73 2 ) A o Ak R 410 0.89;
TS 7> R I R R H0 0.78, I {ERUE RAF.

2.2.3. INHKIBFE DS

BRI 777 (2010) B IR A KN 2R A 1S 26 17 46 Hh U 2% 3-8 B Patrick Gosling #il Maxime De-
nizeau T 2006 R FAZTT FIAFI R TG L MBS LEFE 12 ANTH, BN =R, BRI
fhe, —RAEEEMERIG A AER 2. Cronbach o REG TR ER, WMKAEE N EDOL
ARG 28 10 . — MROANIE G 26 10) 36 DA S B 3R AR m) U 15 25 1) & B FE 40 il 0.809, 0.811, 0.802, #%
i 5 B A M.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.89149 1271 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.89149

Wit

Table 1. Subjects constitute (n = 248)
= 1. #ilAan

NEE-ZS Nt %
P

5 90 36.3

e 158 63.7
5

*— 56 22,6

K= 96 38.7

= 83 33.5

N 13 52

AT 22T
ps 138 55.6
% 110 44.4
KT

AT 49 19.8

EUN 92 37.1

U 60 24.2

it 47 19

23. BIRABS ST

A Hdi R Al SPSS 18.0 FEATHETHAL B AR (MR AR BT A7 « FRIRVE ST 204 BRSTAEA ¢ e
FR M

3. &R
3.0. AOGETEEXRFEINALE. BARAMIER Lo

3.1.1. REHINNKBSHE, N AREHEEMEREMS LHER ST

KH t K560 AT KA N RIS A LR . Nty s 4l AN 55 AR E RS E R, BRE
B2 2): B4E ) Hearland %540 1) 46 58 2t NS 40 B3 W T e A (t = 3.116, p < 0.05), T2 (3 R B X 5
RO BEREZEET LA = 2337, p < 0.05), BAEMBAREREAERBZBEZE KT 4@ = 3.120, p <
0.05). BAFIL EERMBLIN 7r R BIRIEZ r ERA—RAEEE »ER L LEEZER.

3.0.2. REEINNEBSERE, ENAASHEEMESEFR ENERIHR
KT 2253 W3 50 Hearland 5848 181 1 5 W 5 2 ) 3 SN R R 1 48 190 46 25 E L AE R 40 |
REAER, SRR 3), ENUNFR LA REZER

3.1.3. REEINNERSERE, ENAASEEMESERSEESFETR LOERSH

SKH ¢ K57y ) o3 A R AN R S AR L ROxT Ty % 4 RN T A AE R ST AR LR
AR, SEREIIE 4): SEEL 2L FHH 225K Hearland 58 28 ) 6 58 AUt N\ 27 825 v T 0H 14T
REERAE TR A (= 2.973, p < 0.05); fEAEE AR TR A 22 AL M ORI B 75 Uy R B i3 i T
AR AT A A2 A2 (= 1.985, p < 0.05) A& 75 THAT I 228 T BE VR ARONEXT 7 B R AR 2K 1 155 45 1)
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Table 2. Each questionnaire scores in terms of gender differences (M + SD)

2. BEIBFSEMER EHERM = SD)

B A (n=90) LA (n=158) t
B Al 43.022 +£5.796 40911 +4.711 3.116"
AR LR 23.444 + 5.689 23.728 +5.072 -0.405
MER S INA) 11.822 +5.085 10.405 + 3.562 2337
UN:IPS
TR 2 20.978 + 4.748 21.620 +4.382 -1.077
AN 5 2 12.311 +7.277 11.196 + 5.749 1.331
B A8 1 1 P A 16.211 + 8.544 12.987 + 6.366 3.120"
TE: R p<0.05, *FR p<0.0l.
Table 3. Each questionnaire scores in terms of grade differences (M + SD)
3. BRESIEFRLENERM=SD)
K—(n=756) K (n=96) K=(n=83) KU =13) F
B A 42.017 +5.307 41344 +5.231 41.554 +5.363 43.461 +3.688 0.729
ISR WM
R LR 23.286 + 4.986 24.115 +5.655 23.277 +4.984 23.692 + 6.074 0.705
MR IAs) 11.250 + 4.420 10.938 = 4.618 10.566 + 3.829 11.615 +2.631 0.737
VNS
TR A 2 21.018 +3.984 21.520 +4.799 21.470 + 4.462 21.461 +5.333 0.922
—IRAE G 12.518 + 8.367 11.365 +4.270 11.325+7.035 11.154 + 4.758 0.680
BRIk 16.000 +7.183 14.562 £ 7.920 12.638 + 6.841 12.923 + 5.809 0.053

W *ERIR p<0.05, **FRp<0.0l.
& PR E R

3.14. REHINNKLBSHE, N AREHENRERERTHETRR EHERSH

K RS 23 30l 53 BT R S AR O S T B AR R R0 T 2 4 BE AN 8 AAE R RO AR IR ER R E
SERFRW(N A 5): Ao FEHR R 22 AR R 77 o B R 7y S 3 e T A O e R i) 42 (1= 3.037, p
<0.05). A&7l e IRTE Hearland %6 2 ) &S AN AR RS % & L HCREEE R .
3.15. REHINNKLBASHE, N AREHEEMERERDPHT ENER S

K5 258153 3l 73t Hearland 56 22 W45 18 55 NOX 5 200345 SO RN RS 26 100 4 & 4E AR K T HE
1T EREHZER, @REWNE6), BMIEHERPHAT FAREZERF =3.691, p <0.05). HI i
5 LSD mI4gMU AR T L H A = SR K H AT W35 UK.

3.2. REEWAMKLBEERE, EXAASERMERNEXSH

X REFAEN N R S GESE . RS 77 2% 4E A58 UBEAT Pearson FAZEM KT, &5 REIR(ILE 7),
T8 25 T R Ty AAFAE B35 A IEAH R SRS — BOANE 1 45 A E B A VE ROV 28 A7 A2 2 35 O IEAT G
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Table 4. Each questionnaire score difference in whether plays the student lead role (M £ SD)

F 4. BOESTESTEEIFE TR EMESR M+ SD)

J(n=138) (n=110) t

g 42.544 £ 5.055 40.591 + 5.243 2.973"
Pk 7

TR 2 %f 24217 +5518 22.881 +4.925 1.985"

TH AR REXF 10.841 +4.306 11.018 +4.138 -0.328
UN PN

U % 21.696 + 4.822 21.000 + 4.097 1.205

— A E 11.051 +4.515 12.291 + 8.063 -1.531

B AR e A7 P A 13.645 + 7.658 14.800 + 7.000 -1.226

H: *RIR p<0.05, **FRp<0.01.

Table 5. Each questionnaire score difference in whether has done a part-time job (M + SD)

=5 BEESNEREHIRIALHNERM £ SD)

J(n=184) (n=64) t

ok 41.625+5.313 41.828 +4.981 -0.268
Pk

TR 2 %f 24.217 + 4.966 21.922 +5.856 3.037"

TH AR LT 10.924 + 4.294 10.906 + 4.050 0.029
UN PN

BRI % 21.353 +4.484 21.484 + 4.653 -0.200

— A& 11.467 +5.702 11.984 +7.979 -0.506

B AR e A7 P A 14.419 + 7.641 13.406 + 6.575 1.016

YE: *HoR p<0.05, **F5R p<0.0l.

Table 6. Each questionnaire scores in terms of birth order differences (M + SD)

6. REIEFNERPHIT EHER(M=SD)

=3
e

NS 53
TR ISE%of
TH RS
IWHIR IR
A
S E
B AR A 2%

MEF 2 (n = 49)

41.204 4916

22.204 +£5.435

10.388 £4.315

19.633 +4.986

11.449 +£3.675

14.245 +£ 6.556

R0 =92)
41.685 £5.214

23.511+£5.270

11.087 £4.116

21.598 +3.950
11.761 + 4.031

14.424 +7.589

B/Nn = 60)

42.117 £ 4.954

24.600 +4.537

11.050 +4.386

22417 +£4.515
11.683 +£8.619

13.517+£7.978

HAto(n = 47)

41.596 + 5.944

24.085 +5.893

10.979 +£4.225

21.489 +4.685
11.340 + 8.668

14.362 +7.170

0.277

2.012

0.326

3.691°
0.058

0.203

YE: *FoR p<0.05, **Fk p<0.0l.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.89149

1274

B R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.89149

Wit

Table 7. Each questionnaire score difference in whether plays the student lead role (M £ SD)

7. FOEEITESTEEIFE TR EMESR M+ SD)

. i 5 2 UNCIES
. BRI RN BURtESE RRETE % AR 1 1 A7 A
G —
e AR S XF 0.112 —
RN MELSANAS) 0.233" 0.176" —
YA 0.060 0.408" 0.010 —
;)gﬁ’? — AN I 1 0.132" 0.038 0.188" —-0.075 —
ARG AERESE 02517 -0.094 0.324" -0.218" 0.482" —

YE: *Fo5R p<0.05, **F5k p<0.0l.

R0 77 35 T AR S 77 QB AR A 8 A AR R 3 IR AR G VAR 77 5 — AN 1 4% B 1 3R i
TERG AR R RS BIRGE 48 5 B BRI E S E TS B AP AR B TG —RANEN 4 5 B B, Ad
PRGNS 25 A7 A2 2 IR AR

4. g
4.1. AOGHETEERER. MAR. WAL ELEASH

4.1.1. BREMI EHERIH

AHFFERI, A58 RS 0 i T L A PR 4y, Bk B R M2 R K (p < 0.05). I,
A LI R 96 B KPR LE R 3 22 57 B AAE RS AR M, B A6 10 9 R JB K i T e AR I 35 R R IKF
X e S A i AT ST AE AR A (Y A, 2012),

MG O B2 PR R BE R AT, 237 AR M) 22 R TR T B DR B S ol wh 2, 53 1k DABEAA A B A
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