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Abstract

Smartphone addiction is a common and serious problem affecting individual’s physical and men-
tal health. However, the risk factors and influencing mechanisms of smartphone addiction are not
fully clarified. This study examined the relationship between negative physical self, self-esteem,
social anxiety, and smartphone addiction in 406 college students, as well as the mediating roles of
self-esteem and social anxiety between negative physical self and smartphone addiction using the
negative physical self scale, Rosenberg self-esteem scale, interaction anxiousness scale and smart-
phone addiction scale. The results showed that there was a significant correlation between nega-
tive physical self, self-esteem, social anxiety and smartphone addiction, and that negative physical
self and social anxiety could significantly predict smartphone addiction. Further mediation analy-
sis revealed that social anxiety mediated the association between negative physical self and smart-
phone addiction, and revealed the chain mediating roles of self-esteem and social anxiety between
negative physical self and smartphone addiction. This study has provided further insight into how
smartphone addiction is affected by body dissatisfaction, which may be informative for future in-
terventions regarding smartphone addiction and even related problematic internet use and gam-
ing disorder.
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1. 3]

BHE T IR R ) B & USRI SRR B, R4 . Thie 2 e DLACR B it @ oM R
TERTCVESR AP . AR, AT RS A R B SR B, 48% 1 KA AE AR TR E B A RETFHL
HiRE(Aljomaa, Qudah, Albursan, Bakhiet, & Abduljabbar, 2016); 55— T 7t eIt 32.59% ) K 24 ik 5
T BB THLURIE AR (ElKholy, Elhabiby, & lbrahim, 2020); [ P i) — TR 70t & K 244 2 B ALK
TEREIA L 14.5%, BRI AR &5 36.50% (i, 4Bk, A, mEEL AH, 2016). XUERTTTILFEE
BB RE T LA B 2 — il HL B R A SR R ) R R 8 T LR (Smartphone  Addiction) # &
SCHTFHH P BEARRE RTINS A, AT FNEERN T ZAE, BAWZ. RBemER. N
S IHEENE R RIS Z PG RRHE(Lee, Ahn, Choi, & Choi, 2014). HsE b, BEEFHLE
T AR g FHLIX — T H AP EARR, 1772 XS 18 B e T ALEEAT b Fr s SR A 5 SR A58 (R Ik
ot B B BE AU B TR 2 52 M B @ R . (RO ERET b, DA AR e FHLRE S
ANMAEAIAR B2 FE A A 1% B B 535 1EAH 5% (Geng, Gu, Wang, & Zhang, 2021; Kim et al., 2019; Samaha &
Hawi, 2016); fES{RJZ1H b, W FEHATHB BT Re < B TR, BEIRPTEZE . 8 5 IR EA VR
TR ZE #0125 (Alotaibi, Fox, Coman, Ratan, & Hosseinzadeh, 2022; Jenaro, Flores, Gomez-Vela, Gonzalez-Gil,
& Caballo, 2007; Kim, Min, Kim, & Min, 2017).

N TS AT TR R B RAT 9, IR IR FUE B8 T WL ) KU ] 35 A A8 o B AL AL AT 1)
WA . SUTH B A B R R A TSGR ) Ak 22 A O R IR R R B4R B RUORIE R N A . SR B Ak B 3R

][l
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(Negative Physical Self), 5 E4MF#3 2K “ SEAHE" (Body Dissatisfaction) & SUAHIE, (H'E
FLSR— NS B TH AR VARG AR 0 AA B AT N R T2 M, JERE R AR
LW R SRR, P . B, SRR LE S, R, TR =N ER
LR BG40, 2006; PRZL, Todd Jackson, %€, 2015). FRHE SR RATINED - AT AR, A4
H & 1 B A A 3 IRV 2 2 BN A BA S BB R 2w, T -F SO 3 28 3E S AT A
(Cash & Smolak, 2011). PKltk, AR B A 5 AT e (R AR TSR AL S PR R AIAMEPE S mE , TR RE T~
BV AT EYE . PTEEI IE5 78 2 1 S SR B o AMEE 3 B DA D9 AR E a0 4 L 9 % R I 5
IRAEXT B 75 SR R R I EE AR I T RN g B4 26 1 e SR /2 1842 (Liu, Fang, Wan, & Zhou, 2016). 24
255 L IR AR T RE R BOR TR ST R AR TE RIS, X4 T 2020 o 4 DR 3 IR TS A B R S 2 IR R I
BEE . —TJ7TH, B AT WU R I N 28 TR AR TG 5 5 10 S AR 6 S5 e 8 1 ) A I % gk A I S 19 15
52 B S B AR TR SR 00 SR VT AR 117 A= 1 97 T 155 45 (Emirtekin et al., 2019); 53— 7 T, 4% #4538 B 58 4 bk
MR 2 AT R, BN R A Sy AN 2 1AM TT DU e 3 R AR A ) — T, 78 R Ol S
B HCOEENESR, XA R R A B SR TE (Kim & Lee, 2011). NG, AHELT
WA SRR IAMA, R EARAN B AR AT e 2 AR B A B e 0L, & o B R LI AN
BT o — SO T PR A O I A AN T R e 6 1 1) T () R B T AL ASE P BT LR (Emirtekin et al,
2019; Liu, Sun, Li, & Zhou, 2020). PHit, FATHED G2 B4 B 5 8 REFHLARE B35 IEH ¢, JFREIE R
T e F-HLSORE -

BT S A B B T8 e T WSO 1) 520 nT e A HE E IO BB ldn,  — T 78 R 30 S AR AN
o 8 R T B S PR 52 M) 52 21 AR B 3 S BLR H A FACTE BT R I Y (Liu et al., 2020). BRibz4h, HE
(Self-esteem) F1 4152 £E & (Social Anxiety)th i) EAE F [ 5 74 F AR BE WL 52 O #5 7 HEAEH .
H &2 8 MR B FR AN E R AN AR iy B UK ) B S M PE AR (Greenberg, Pyszczynski, & Solomon, 1986;
Pyszczynski, Greenberg, Solomon, Arndt, & Schimel, 2004); T #E32 £5 FE B x& XA HE—Fh a2 Fh A\ Brid
BEA SRS« Bk AS 22 BRI ) 175 45 S S AN [ EAT g (FRIGET, 2000), 35S st Atk A2 i
brRESIERG S, WRE, WaEt, JE5i4, 2014). James B H RMESE IS YN FEA B RAIIBAIA
R SECSR B R PR, T R0 R B T 1% A0t A 1 B 22 M (James, 1890) . A1k, 4T & f4
HEAT e FEE SN #La8 FEE RN AR o B I 15 € VPO =2+ 28 48 18 1 32 22 5 K]
(Heimberg, Brozovich, & Rapee, 2010), # i 1H & & B FAFA—Fx SR 1 B A BN FPEN 7] fe 2
B ERE . KESZIE AR B B ARl & 5 H . (Choi & Choi, 2016; Paxton, Neumark-Sztainer, Han-
nan, & Eisenberg, 2006; Tiggemann, 2005)F1#t 32 £5 E& (Bijsterbosch, van den Brink, Vollmann, Boelen, &
Sternheim, 2020; Pawijit, Likhitsuwan, Ludington, & Pisitsungkagarn, 2019)7£7E & & M KR R

H R4 A8 £E R 5 0 4 R R e LR AR E R IR R . 4% R IR A RN - AT AR RN
28 PSR FR) AT I 12 7% A AR J2 T PR 7 /1 B 2 PR 3R —— {3 R LN ARG #4079 B K] 3% (Davis, 2001). fIXH
REAN R AFAE IO B BB R AR i 2 SRR 7T PO R DA 2R A DX 8 TR PR AT i 2 B R # (Davis,
2001), FF 51K 5 ML R VI B R Be FHLORE . IR B & nlpesk = K e i A& B bR, JFRAHE
ZE E BRI THLEIAD BRI SIRe S (i, B, VRS, #AE, 2012), X FEURAIER ST T H T
BLA BB AR I S B0 o 4158 £ AT RE 2 5 M E IGO0 3 52 58 FH ) L R o B A 35 2 — (Kraut et al.,
1998). IR RETAHLHEAT P 25 15 SR AT REHS B AR SRAZ AR (1) 175 28 A B0 LA IR St 3 () 4 A8 4B 8. Bk
BRI, WA REINE AN R EIS IR A TE A5 58 i o7 DA I B S S,
MBI B SR, BTN RMR, BT AREREGI SN, A, PR, M5, 2014), XATHEIK
A AR IR IS ARG A T, WA BRI R B, #EAC AR g2 BT A S A
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REFHLEEAT 24128 LLB AR SE AL AT, B eI RS R F ALK I BB . SERE AR, (R &5 mtk
A A 8 5 ) R BE T LS B8 BE T LRORE 25 DA 5% (Emirtekin et al., 2019; Li, Liu, & Dong, 2019; Ran,
Li, Zhang, & Niu, 2022). £ EJfrik, A S 4 B 30T s id 5200 B 2R+ 28 5 8 2E 1 5 BU 5 T LK
e, BB B A AR R A T B B RS R R TSR A R A AR A

HESHAZEEZ MWAAAEEYIR. SRS RN EREMRR R A g —M “fF
JEZIER” , R AME G2 AR R GRPARH, 12k, 2006). (& H BE LA B SRR, &
B G IHAT BRI AR, X A1 B B B BT AR A st 2 ) 32 2 R AR (kA A2, drE R 2019).
BRI, ANMARTE IS AL S A AR R 5 A M 26 (E AN BEIE I B B3 B AR, 10 5 B0 A7 A 5 B s Ak 32 1)
RABAAE . HEBNE, MK B FCSEAL S AR T %I BLE FR A AR HE Wb A (7 10,
2010), X7 AR E A RMEERMETE A N EE BEASE” HL g, AT A2 Sk A8 ) £
JEAAT A ElikE . BUA I — e/ it R i B B 5 fE 8 B B O DG (R R, k. ATl R, 2019),
HHG—I BN T A SRR E AU T LR (B, EERE, BRI, A%, w32, 2019). K
i, A B R B IR AT Rl S EUMAIC B Bk P AR, BT AR R B BT AL
e, B E B H AR U B vk B 3RS se AL RO 2 e R AR

i LT, RO BERI S A AR R R EE FRTFIBRZRNCR, UEA
B AE £ RE AN AT 7E BT B A 1 B0 BT AL R PR 5 e o R A

2. AR GE
2.1, ¥k

Table 1. Demographic information

F L AOGHFEER

A 2%k SHES Hr
5 108 26.6
A % 298 734
R 200 49.3
R 131 32.3

LA RES
TH 45 111
HAth 30 74
K— 54 13.3
- 84 20.7
L = 92 22.7
NIl 143 35.2
A 33 8.1
o & 159 39.2
& 247 60.8
N i) 200 49.3
PR ekt 206 50.7
, PR 375 92.4
Ui E[)'9)/3 31 7.6
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SR FH /o BB T R AR AT N, e 2 R SL BT 280 0] 3 406 1o e 1 B, AR AR Hh 55 7 5 26.6%,
whEl 73.4%; LB E E, OB 49.3%, FERME 32.3%, TRHY 11.1%, HAh5 7.4%; 7£
R L, ARG Y 18.3%, AR 20.7%, —AE Y 22.7%, DUAELL &5 35.2%, BT L 8.1%:;
AT A8 b, 39.2%0 NN F 4, 60.8%HI N NAEIA T 4&; EXRFEFTMERAE I, 49.3%f
NI BEEIR T, 50.7%M NI EERN: ERIEEE b, 92.4%M N ADE, 7.6%8 N NAEDUE.

22. METHR

2.2.1. faE Sk BI;RE R (Negative Physical Self Scale, NPSS)

K PRZL(2006) 4w i (1) T 3L 48 T, A8 e J8 . &, AHSUAVRA BN R ) i SR B R ER
CREAERE” Jyxt SRR BN R A, CBYERE” R E I R B R, YR
okt B End AR B AN B R, CAHSRLERE” X ARSI AN SRR, CRARYERE T AR E & &
R ZEE AR .. ERRAMN “0”7 Fom “IA” 3 “4” Fog “HAR” M aiha7il, &
7593 788 vy 2 WA B s 1) ST B Ak 1 B, RIORE B A AN T SR BB . FE A T i B 3L 1) Cronbach’s o
FHk 0881, RILH REFAH—BUEEE.

2.2.2. BHFABEE E SR (Self-Esteem Scale, SES)

K Rosenberg H % % #3HT B %K Tl & (Rosenberg, 1965). &R N KL, J£ 10 @I,
KA 1~4 ST, HIRE IR TROR R R — IR A H O RS F RS 1, WK
AN ERAEEAG A SEN, WREHSEEE 4, NERREDMEREESFEGE GER. 2R
3. 5. 8. 9. 10 @yt (HEFFURIL, o E N S 8—— “ A EKEEANH CWF
T2 EEH RN H O E IR, AR IR AR 1% S m) v 53 () @R T 8 B O I [\ 43 (554, 2006)
AR E AR B AR, FEARHEFT %2R ¥ Cronbach’s o 544 0.871.

2.2.3. ZFHELEEEFR (Interaction Anxiousness Scale, 1AS)

KA BT, BRI (2004) BT SR R LR . ZERIA 156 ML, &FRFKH 15
TR a0, e 1 RN RS B SEN, 8 2 TR “ — fULRFE T BB E,
HedE 3 TR “ P EERTE T BB, 155 4 ORI “CAEEATFE T BENEN, EFE 5 Rl ‘i
HFFE” BSH0. KA BIBAE 3. 6. 10, 15 @, w5 Bim R 4L B A E . fEAR Fi 1%
F# M Cronbach’s o %N 0.892.

2.2.4. REFHESEEFHLARMEE R (Smartphone Addiction Scale for College Students, SAS-C)

KR 24 B B TSR B R AT B (705, 2014). BEFRSE 22 ANEI, EIEADYERE . R
TR R SR R FAUS MRS, BEBI 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 21; “REATHN” LR
BETFHLX A BRI 4%, BRI 1. 2. 4; LR BRERETFHISAME ST AER, 6
ERRI S, 6. 165 “VHARELIN 7 FNE Re T AILIL E A F 45 A AORE BRI b SR (R T ARG, LA R
3.9, 10 17: “App BEH7T” WIS A AR RETF LS FH FL 38T T 6 (K X8R BE 847, L RO 12, 20;
“App " WA TR A G B EGE 2 A, B8 B 8. 18, 22, #ERRH 1~5 T
o773, BRI R, 457076k 32 B B AL B AR T s o b R AE AR ) Cronbach’s a
FHH 0,901,

2.3. MEREF
HRHATERNBOIAMES, BRI RO TR SR B RER . PRAsE SRR, el
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BEERMERTINRER. MM PORAERE F RS R GEAT I B RAHS, SIHN 10~15
ViniiP

2.4. BRI

fEHGETH 4 SPSS 24.0 JRASK Bl #EAT P A GE vt 0 ILFEITE R R K. AH IS # A [l )5
I3MTs B HTAEF Process3.0 hix A AT s/ ARG SG: , FAASRH Hayes 1505E 9 Model 6 324745 X 4 2%
R, I R SRS 05 (2014) B R A RS 73 A S K 38 T3 VAT RS

3. &R
3.1. XRFEREKE

SKHBLA SO H I Harman SN 2RGS0 77k, RIDKEHE IR BT A 8 H AT R 04T, AR R e 11
J8 o FE R R SR IR B — AN O PR T RE AR R BV A S B 1 20 R Tl I 40% O RRHEAT Dy A2 B A7 AE 3K R T i i
ZERIG o LRI, KT 1R A R TR T 18 4, IREUE — A TR SRR 17.82%,
NT A0% AR, RIIAAFAEILIR DT -

3.2. EXTHT

M 2 Wi, i E R B8 ARSCEE . R THLRREIAN AR R AE PP B A .
T E SO S SR B AR R RE T LSRR ARG, T SR B R HAERIE . BT
LRSI 19 P 2 [ A7 5 2 TEAR G

Table 2. The correlation coefficient between variables
F2 BLEZEHEXREHN

UTIEEEENEES H & AT FEEE B REF AL
UTIEEEENEES
B -0.377"
AR 0.335™ -0.392"
BB TFHLAUR 0.353™ -0.272" 0.438"
M 1.39 2.93 3.27 3.10
SD 0.44 0.48 0.68 0.65

%: Tp<0.01.

3.3. @3S

5] U= 3 B 5 SR R I, 7T B Ak R A 8% e 57 I ) S 3 T 4 e T WLAORE(B = 0.353, p < 0.001; # 3),
LT A% ] 3R At % 7 S 3 e T 2B = —0.377, p < 0.001). [ A DA A7 T B¢ 4 15 FR AN [ 269 T A%
I, A7 B A [ 3R A % 2 3 1E 1 T A A2 (B = 0.218, p < 0.001), H. [ ZHE S 535 47 ) T A58 £ FE (B
=-0.310, p<0.001). [FHf LAGA SR H IR, B B AREAS FE RSO TR AR S vy, S B i B FRAK IR BRI 2. 2
TE ) T BE F-HLAE(B = 0.216, p < 0.001), #-32£E S HENS &2 35 1F [n T BE F-HLBE(B = 0.343, p <
0.001), {H [ %ARE &2 B m) T 58 T HL AR (B = —0.056, p = 0.255).
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Table 3. Regression prediction analysis of negative body self, self-esteem and social anxiety on smartphone addiction
=3 AHESKER. BBFHEAZERITE se F AR BTN 7347

SR T AE R R? F p T p
HRET VLR = gENEES 0.353 0.124 57.326 0.353 7571 <0.001
H & IR EUNEES 0.377 0.142 67.046 -0.377 -8.188 <0.001
=Y NEESS 0.218 4510 <0.001

AR 0.441 0.194 48.613

HE -0.310 —6.419 <0.001
T B A 3K 0.216 4503 <0.001
B RETF LR H % 0.492 0.242 42.759 —0.056 -1.140 0.255
AT LE 0.343 7.097 <0.001

3.4. PRV DHT

Table 4. Mediated pathways and corresponding effects
F 4. P BEURBNESN

95% & 15 [X [A] o~
N pon s

WL AR ey

LBR TR ALRL

S TE BN 0.136 0.028 0.083 0.194 0.386

MHSHREIK - B8 - HEeFYLETE 0.021 0.020 -0.019 0.061 0.060

MM SR ER - B8 - AR - AR FIURRE 0.040 0.010 0.022 0.063 0.113

S SR B3R - AR - HEEFAURE 0.075 0.021 0.035 0.120 0.213

-0.310*** R N
Sk R ERE
-0.377**% 0.218%** _0,05\{-,\\ 0.343%**
T B4 | 2, D216hs" | HHETHLURRE

H: ""p<0.001.

Figure 1. The chain-mediated pathway of self-esteem and social anxiety between negative
physical self and smartphone addiction

E 1 BEMEXEERAELASFERSEEFIABZENERTNEE

KM ZERLIE T 7367 Bootstrap VABEAT th /USSR 95%EAE X |, #esE B A MUy 5000
Bootstrap A 46 A RUNAFAE 5 17 OSSR B A P/ BRAR I 950% LA X 8] 1 L FRAN T IR2 S A 4E1H 0,
IERAEHEN YRR B2, WRERENO AR A B2 @b BRI AHL, e 1, RIS A A
L - BY - BEET LR, L 95%EF XM A 0, RUHNMBNARE, it 2, MAmSEEE -8
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- AR AR - RRETF LR, FL 95% B (S X MIAGHE 0, REIEE P A RBEE, RS{E )y 0.040; %
13, ISR H I - AR - BRET LS, H 95% B F X AIAEHE 0, RN R, i
RSB 0.075 (W72 4. [ 1) KAAIEERON (5 8 B3R RUN I 38.6%, — 2% B A% 1A TR 42 HR A 2508 43 1) o
(] A 3RS 1) 6% 11.3%F1 21.3%.
4. ¥1ig

A FRI A G AT BE. AR S BT LSRR S ARG . BTk
B, ISR B AR RS 3 I W T B TSR . 3E— IR A RS IS I, A AR R
FE SR B R B3RS B e TSR R SRR, B BRI A A8 R AE 67 T 5 1 B3R5 8 e LSOk 2 [A]
ERE A ER . XL RIIARE T B 7k B AT LSRR 5T U A ST N 2, D S S A B R AT s
FLEReTF VLRI T A EMARRE, RO RETF LR T TR 4 78 i s AL A

B, SR A RS R T LSRR (R AE A B 1 A DG, BB R RDA 4 B Rk BB T B A R
REMS 25 1E ) TN BE THLAORE,  1X 5 R0 I 7 —BU(Emirtekin et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2020). 4 &4
HIRIAMAF RIS A2 B g 2 B VEARY,  E 1 AR R B S A 2 T B, -SRI 7
AT HMERN 22 RS . ARIEAMEYER R BB (Liu et al., 2016), RR&EAEAS FNER SR A 10 2 57T B4k A ANk
(AR R 7 3R, TR BE AL A2 244 K300 NBEAT 8 A A2 A SR i 3 T . DRIk, 7 B4k B 3R A
PATT e S A S A R BT, TS B RE T AL R

MAZ A S5 RE TSR 8] 535 IE ARG, JF HL 3% IE 7 TN A FALRORE, X5 BLRT— I o i
TR AL AR R AT A2 B RE T LSO M B B R R — Sk A, 2k, arlE R, 2019). HAZFEEALE
T S0 3RS B RE T LR ] & Hh A FH X 145 21 1 AT 75 1 SCHF(Emirtekin et al., 2019) . #:5Z £E & 1)
W LY A S 2 AR AE SR 1 B R 15438 2 8 7= 4 (Clark & Wells, 1995).
B S B R AFE R E K B RE LM SN ERERE S, XeSEUMEEMEI S A M2 HE)
R | A A o B T o P 12 e S Yl = 97 1.y W1 S G Rl SIS I Y ¥ SRt A ]
TAEXS 5 B SEAR SR IR A, WA AS R A BT 2 R ek Oy AT AL B, N B AR AT AN
SRt T B AR S AL S (W RAF &A%, DI AEAIAT] 50 40 2 45 F 8 e LT S BUSka

WEFCIE R,  H BRI AE A FE REAE 7 1 B R B IR AR e AL e s P MER . A 2R R
FHFE i (Pyszczynski et al., 2004), #:3ZEEFEHA KBRS (Clark & Wells, 1995). WX 4% RefRE FIN I - 47 kAl
(Davis, 2001)FIFME i 2 B (Liu et al., 2016)FL AR 71X —BE NP A 2842 . M BHER AN B 25
R A BRMEITREER S 2, FEEBKT TR XA H 2R R IE W R B M3, i
FEAMRTCIE AL A LR R s[RI B FRPPAME 2 A TR A A 22 U VP4 B C(Leary & Kowalski,
1995), XAIAESEAMAF= A “UAAIBE H CASAE” MHEMNFAN GO PP 2R, AT 7P A B s 1 1 o
MpEAZ R E R AR . R — T S AR R I T UM VPN R BB S A [ O AL A AR R
(Kocovski & Endler, 2000). i Bl 1L FR AR N — PR s BRI R 22, AT Rt — 20 51 R
FHUEE . BN TIEEAAS, WAt 17— Rl G 5, 3 AMAAS T I8 B A= 4 28 PR 53 17 % 1) 5
ik HHAEMEAAT A, ANRI ST E BB AS 2 B, X AT REHS Bhisb 52 B A\ TV
My ARHEREAT S BRI RIS . B RS T ML HR A 10 X 5 05 xS R85 355 468 4 P 25t T DA A4 38 i 3o 3 A 52 4
FE, HERBIM TGRS . R, AMATERIGZE b A 0 R SR SR A2 5 7T fE 2> 5 22 il it 488 45
TR TR, I SO RE TR B R -

SRIM, IR HAE 7T B 7k B RS R Be F LSRR [ AR R, B S2 6T 5 44 B 3R
(1 B R A o 4 A8 AR R R B R A R RE TFALRORE . X 5 a0 AR FE R « B B S TE T A Rl it 5
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BEZEHTHEFHARErEE A T A&, A5 A AR R R G T LR (1 R B
(B0, EEERE, BPbRMg, 45, 0225, 2019). W — DAL R Fe R A 1 S AT 2 PR B 0 ) S e ) %
FHII s o] 52 30 B 8 ARFI AR EE RO RE I, I I SZ By AT 7 FE FE s 1 1) 2 X el A T ARk
V) 422 5 1 i R 9 2% 4 P (Koronczai et al., 2013). [ AT AR 7R T B Fod2H 78 B 2R 2% 55 s foma . T
MU 2 [ e A A E R (al, =0, Y056e, #ife, 2012; J4, XI5, BREiE, 2015). XEEfsR
N B TR B B TR IR M 7D SR . BATHED 7 Bk IR S A A B R [ R IE
HHAE RT3 AR AR B R RS R e LR R AL 2 EL L R R AR . SR, AR
Fo R ST AR R R S R A R TR R AE B AR RE TR M B AR, ARG TR
Al REHb AN N W] BETE H 85 8 e AL 1R A3 A F A8 ok g ar R AR LS AIE iR HE R . 53 4%,
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