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Abstract

In recent years, China’s fertility policy has been constantly changing, and family size, as one of the
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important indicators of family structure, has an important impact on individual behavior. Family
size is closely linked to risk, and interpersonal trust is also a psychological state that entrusts risk.
Therefore, based on the theory of social support, this study explores the influence of family size on
interpersonal trust from the perspective of psychology, and further explores the mechanism of ac-
tion. Through the analysis of 4127 data and 233 questionnaires distributed in the China Compre-
hensive Social Survey (CGSS 2017), the results show that: 1) family size has a positive predictive
effect on interpersonal trust level; 2) Family support plays an intermediary role in the relation-
ship between family size and interpersonal trust. This study enriches the theoretical research on
trust from the perspective of family structure, and also provides new ideas for cultivating inter-
personal trust in practice.
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1. 518

BEELTRRE. SCHRIRE, RE XS AREEKF 2T RaHerH g, 2019; #8155, 2011).
i BB SE AR R0 R3S B (R RKBR 4%, 2021 Bao et al., 2022). 45 AT B (55 FH #E4%, 2022; Chen et al., 2021).
W7 ya (R, A, 20095 TTEESE, 2021)E M T R E AR . FEEME, NS E L5 1) L A
2, MAMEROE ST A E EER (I, 4R, 1983). e RIAE FBEEEE T, REA
[ 7 SE B B R B SR B R A E AR S B R Ak . R AP R RAR R (R E R RER RS ) SR, 20 e
50 FACHT, FRIE S EE A IEALRFELE 5.30 A/, & 2010 F/b % 3.10 A/J7. 2015 4F 10 A 4T —
B E, E R ERAEA i ETF, 5% 3.35 N/MEES . FEEIUEAE AR RESE I — A EE AR bR,
LU AW A A T2 O . (X A DA T AR T DUR I, TR AN SR BE R
SO EAERE R E SR STHH RESUIR( T4, SRRk, 2021; A%, 20205 Alsubaiei, 2022; Siman,
2020). AN BERASNS KU B2 P BOLE . A ISR A L DRI S 2 55 XU #5 B2 4T J9 ¥ 20 (Badarinza et all.,
2016; Li et al., 2022; Shimamura et al., 2018).

BARAE A MRFEAT RS O EDIRES, & — P A E AT N (Kelley & Stahelsk, 1970), & —FhiksE4T
J9(Wieselquist et al., 1999). BFFTINK, B2 APREEEL 20 &, FEG I PR3 =07 il 381
BT, AT ABMEARAT Jo#B 40 B A (Dohmen et al., 2012). g2, BT AR HE
A AT B XS, R N B S AT 8 T — A AR %47 (5K 2287, Bond, 1993; Malti & Dys, 2018;
Xie & Li, 2021). {SAEAT RO, #ho, B QUM 2 ERE (b5, 20,
1999; BXUIF4E, 2014; Van der Hulst et al., 2023). A4 K pE MUBL anfal 52ma A PR B A4 A 2 O BHLH] S N
fr? Pk, BN OIZR MR, RIS KEEBS NBRME 856 R OB, DU
AN BRSO JZ T 3 W A 2 R Ja IR A, e — PR MRl “ =% NOAFBREER
2P S,

11 REMES AREE
FIEVENEERAERRER . DMK R 3P, SRS R &2 158 RIE R E A
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R &

FREG SRR E AR . REEMBUZAE B S0 ST RNEH, ML T2 7L, CiEFxE, M
AT, RUSHBEMFEE R — S /N . Blake F1 Judith (1989) %4 J K% 0o 5 JRE 4 %F 5 BE N I G5 44 34EAT
i, FiKkAOREFFREER B BB EAE & 17 2080 E) R RiR L1 RN . g K& vt
%58 Becker (1976)%& Hi1 “ & - Bl 7 FOR UK KA B JE AR I SAR X 4 R 5K B A 5 o i AR
FREARBREMA . ERERFECHRMITRT, HAEEREWRNKERSEN LS SBRES
RIFEE TR NP B TR UE S — WAL, FREERUB K se F 807 ) LE K R 21 R (Qinetal.,
2017; Stradford et al., 2017), X JLZ KA AR J17=4E 51 M g2 08 (Bonner & Sarkar, 2018; Prime et al., 2014;
Symeonides et al., 2021). {HZKEERAL IS R AR B 520 AR S 2 S . it 5 R 3k B R 8L R BE T
TR ()N 38 S ARG S Lo BR AR /K T (Grinde & Tambs, 2016; Kim & Lee, 2022) & B 58 B +E 22 1& N g /)
(VoAPA=5, 1994; K#&5E, 2014).

KRR R B %A E . FBEEAE A A ARSI, ATR AR AT bl K Egs i, . X
FEFURE . N S5 K AR BT % AE 2028 (Sorokin et al., 1931). 1% T 5 RE FURE 5 R 4T 9 2 ] B b e &,
B R RO . FB 2B N SR BE AR TR H a5 KSR AT, SR BE BB DA Ak i A
1) T 355 A AR A KU 8 77 5 L (6 8k, 20135 Calvet & Sodini, 2014), 24 H 7 L& SHEEERAN K
BB S RS R TN RE(S G, X, 2017; PgEZ:, #XIH, 2020; Galliera & Rutstrom, 2021).
EHA V20 AR FEMRS KR T 2 B2 EHXRR, RIAFEIELK, HEmligshx
DA AT % 7= e 5 L o e (1 5 1R 5, 2018), Bk rT R Mk sy (135, 9K, 2017; 9Kvh, ke, 2022),
PRI (118 3 75 SR B (Ho et al., 2023).

AR — P/ MK T (Rotter, 1967), J& /MAFEAT AU (1) —FluC BRARZS (Kelley & Stahelski, 1970). {54
(R SR B (Mayer et al., 1995)3 i, ABR{EAERTE KB 5t T B & KT B SK BT N -
Evans fll Revelle (2008)it—P¥4 AN TN Bt MAE e 3T AN L0038 R 1EH MR
PABA NBE /T3 B AR R VP4l o 06 R N EE BB, MK AT e AR 2 B AR RS BT PEE . 5K
B I O S P U 2 0 N BB AR sk . i R R (B AT —Fhm AT, MR RS AT
NI 75 R 32 B4 E A B KU . b4k, Dunning 25 A (2014)42 H N BB AR K AR KRR BB T
AN KU IR0 5 XU (R 7 o B FE B, AR EE T XURE DRI X E s i 47 XU, FA) 2 e o B 2 NS B v
(1) N RS AE7KF-(Navarro-Carrillo et al., 2018);  HAG % iy KU B EN 7K FAMA G I 26 4RAT . FEZRSCAST G
EJE A1 (Leea, 2009; Yang, 2015).

e LR AT, FKEERBLRE RN MR I AR AT A, MHEAEAE 9 AR BB AT i — Fh v R —
SEREE B S REEMBA 5%, Cameron 25 A (2013)i@ i WFHE I, ML 7 & A AR A BRAEAEK T IXED
ET Dunn (1988) 1K IN, B/ b o tHIRAT 2 B A T LRI B B M ABRAMEE. 1Ah, 45
WRRE DK EE, ANBEAEREE W EAK(Muthukrishna et al., 2021).

ik, FARBRE 1. KEME S ARG R IEAHXK.

12. REXFHDMER

FEEVE N MR G AT VB A B T, AMGEMEMER IR R, &R MBIt T
FHRL R BESCHRE TR . O ARM, FKEMBS FREESCRFIEAEDG. THR(2011) 58 Hh R BE B, =k
FEHRBENSTEIRE R, WA AT Re b am ke N, NIHIRAEREE S RE . SRR 5% 2 S HF (AR Tt
PERTERT 2 NI LR A BN EHIE, KBRS K 2 4E NSRS K2 SRt s, KN E 4 N3
Ak F T 5 Gt B 2 (TR I 2, 20185 Zimmer & Kwong, 2003). 28 T AN W4 /I 5 JRE AR 236 J A e 5
Wi 2 BRI, AR/ANRI R BERUBL D T AR ARG I R IE G0 R 5 RIEE SRR, 0 R8T 24F
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NE BRI AW R AP (e, 288095, 2019; Knodel etal., 1992). 3ZitRI4: B HER M, AW/~
B I R BERUL IS0 T R BESCRFTh RE (P, 2015).

FIEFF G NS A BV R FKECFE TR E ARG 5, e SRl
MEMANBREZ H G R N EEAN . — B A AL T 3RAF ) 8% 28 SRRV TR O B B O 1Y)
# B [K Z (Barrera & Ainlay, 1983). Cohen 1 Willis (1985)#2 H T #1432 3 1) 3= RSB R M G2 ph g8 AR, 32
RN AFE B A gt 22 SRR AR AR 28R i R o BT 75 R O R R IR, BB BB FH T A I O B AR B
T 2% P 3 5L D) A 7 — /N R A 2 SRR AR TG FE ML SR I SCRFPE SRR, RS 2% 70 T 1471 oK
MR o NBREAEAE AN S A R A R RS AT Ayt A B A 4 T B fE L, AR 2 i SR AR B0 K
JE 52 BE 5T R PP HRAE R R HORES A S N SEA L.

Pk, FAVBEHARE 2: FEESCHFFEFREME S NSREERER P RPN EM.

1.3. fixE

AW FEIUR A 2 A TERIR I S BE RS N B A5 AR I S SR SR R A . E 58, WFE 1 A1
I 2R & AL 2 I 2 (CGSS 2017)8a #EAT 7M. MZEWLR IR SR BE U5 N\ PR AR 2 IR % % o FLIR,
BT 2 MBS A BER T A T A KT, BRI S A 5 N B A5 AR 2 T 50 2 S L Ja [ 2
B o

2. iR 1 REMES ABREERXR: CGSS 2017 BHBEEM 7
2.1. #ik

ot [ 23 &4 2 25 (Chinese General Social Survey, CGSS) /2 i [E A K25 7137 19— Ti45 T 2003 4E
FraEE. 2ot B EAREAETE, SHEERAS. HX. KiE. MEEZANZEIR. AR

2017 - [ 2R A wE 2 TR A IR SEUE TR B 50 , BN AT 4127 4 . 2 5 3 P35 4F1$ 50.94 (SD = 16.92)
%, HrAePE 2213 N, bk 53.62%; T 1914 A, 5L 46.38%.
22. TEME

FR G AT AR B 70 K v [ 42 A £ T B 5008 (CGSS) I IR B B, 4 K BE R 52 N 7 & IAE I
ORISR ()7 5%, 2020). WSS H y CGSS 2017 M4 K EE A& E0 8 H D2, D2a:  “iF i /& 1t
B A 2 /DA Wb IR (G S K e R AR RS0 T ? b @ e A JUAL? 7 o ABRMSEACTE S “ 15
f£7 5 “AMEE” PN, UHSSERBEH A33: “EBRARZEEXMS B, ARZHAHL
A DMEAER? 7 MR H A34: “BRIARIEEX NS B, AN, DI EINE SERE e ? 7
FEIEAL . B “AEE” 1 “IE4aH%” FEA, A34 BH RIS G, SFESEE, APMEFKFE
A=
23. ER51he

{8 FH SPSS 26.0 X & A AT RER I SuvE ARG T, ERFENE 1o KEIES AR EEKFER
£ IEAHK(r=0.05, p<0.01), BCEIAER ML E S NP EAEK T 2 AHEAEE B35 IEAH R R (r = 0.04, p <
0.05).

W50 1l s o VIR R, KEMEE S N E K 2 538 AR, FKEMBEBOR, Mk
N AEAEAK bk, SuE R 1. H i T E 25 S 42 U0 & 5 (CGSS) R g M 72 W2 T b 48 7= 5K BE #H
B NRMEEZ BB &, I A AN BRE AR Il & 00K SE P B H MEFS . ASFF6 0 2 27 1 S AR .
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BIE, J5 S FT 2 Hhadt— 0 A e 2 R 2 5 i MAROUL R TR 2 5 B R X N B35 A (1 52 0 B L B
il o

Table 1. Study 1: Descriptive statistics and analysis of correlation (n = 4127)
F 1 MR 1 RS RIBX S (n = 4127)

Bl M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 A 2.76 2.07 1
2 B 7 I3 (5% BE ) 2.35 1.88 0.87" 1
3 ACAB A A e 2.84 2.04 0.43" 0.40™ 1
4 TCAH AR 7 2.52 1.95 0.37" 0.40” 0.92” 1
5 NFRMEAT 6.52 1.32 0.05™ 0.05" 0.05™ 0.04" 1

W: "p<0.05, “p<0.01.

3. MR 2 REMBES ARGENXR: REFOPMER
3.1 #ik
AL HIP R SRR %, SR 241 4 SIBRAEZ I 1T 1008 19102, FIAA

BOBHE 233 13, B RE 96.68%. #R KRN 28.63 (SD =9.16)%, Hrh4ctk 114 A\, &tk 48.9%; 5
7119 A, 5E 51.1%.

32. fIRI R

3.2.1. REMENE
AHT TN 5 BE AL T 8 N5 2 BRAT (055 R Lk B R (O 45, 2020), RIS E 2p A4t 22
(CGSS)Hy | ik, BB H N “iF a1 H e Rk E L 7 .

3.2.2. ABR{E{EEF (Interpersonal Trust Scale, ITS)

K H] Rotter (1967) 4% il i A BrfEEER(TS) LA & MAR N BREAEKF . APREEERATS)IH 25
TERR H MR, AR R R ER T 5 i, 1 3RoR “ERARR” , 5 9FR “EaRR” , 150
REA KN FEA 1 AN BR 5K B s G B Sl ih43) o ARV B A “ERATIX AN 22 B Oy
ISR Z 177 R ACRHER S S T T2 v MERIN” « “ Z2HORIEE RAE Tk VR 2
WRIM” . FEAR P ABRMEERERATS) A3 o RECH 0.70, E1FRIF,

3.2.3. MERELZFER(PSSS-Fa)

1 Dahlem 24 A (1991 fil] (¥ 451G 5% i 57 4375 2% (PSSS-Fa) T i AN S A 1 ) 5% e ST 4 A, ARk
B A TER, R 7 053F5 . R4 M SRR F R, 1 ARRCEEAAR, T ER“EEFAE,
1500 B 3R RN B I R BE SRR . ARG RO KEREW V) L BRI SRIED” « “Kie 58K
MR BER I TRIHMERR " 5. TEAWT 50 S FKEE SRR (PSSS-Fa) I Py — 2tk o RECH 0.78, EER
it

3.3. ARiERF

WL BT SHEPAR, P PalE g 2 AT, s AR T H O BRI S DS . 1]
Ela, B SPSS 26.0 BEAT IR TES T ST A A AR B
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3.4. ARGR

34.1. XEFHERERE

ST M A Bl Sl 42 F RS AT WA, PRIHCSR I Harman B2 [R -4 B0n0f 9t 5 v i A 1)
FT B AR AT LR i R 06 . S5 RN, U 12 NRTFRRFIER KT 1, JLFRMER 7 Bk 2R
[ 63.1%, L E KA TR T SR T8I 12.75%, /NT 40%MIlE FAE, F AT 5T ARFEAE ™ B 4L
[ 7 22 R R (JE, U7k, 2004).

3.4.2. RS RIEX S

AW SRR I IE . A2 R R A RN 2 B, S8R EoR, FKEM S AP E
2 8RR FIEA( = 0.20, p < 0.01), HFEZFHNHE5FREEMB(r = 0.16, p < 0.05) % ABrEHE(r =
0.17, p < 0.05) 2 B3 IEAHK . HEAMS AU IS5 AN BN 2 [ 2K 2 SR 2 W35 TEAE G (r = 0.19, p <
0.01), MAWAAKF#EE, BB AP FRERE. FAh A D22 8 5 R SRS A PR E AT A1)
ANFELE R 2 AH K I & (ps > 0.05).

Table 2. Study 2: Descriptive statistics and analysis of correlation (n = 233)
2. AR 2: RN RIBX 57 (n = 233)

AR M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 FKEMB  0.88 1.19 1
2 i 2863  9.16 0.52" 1
3 1.49 0.50 0.02 -0.16" 1
4 NN 277 1.42 -0.14" 0.25" -0.27" 1
5 fbFEE 317 0.81 033"  -0.48" 0.18™ -0.04 1
6 ABrfE(E 331 0.29 0.20™ 0.13 0.01 -0.06 -0.11 1
7 FKREXF 534 1.04 0.16" 0.09 -0.02 0.19” 0.02 017" 1

: "p<0.05, Tp<0.01L,

343 REZFHPRNERKRE

AP G R FH 2R (R VA R 56 5% E SCRFAE R BE RS S5 N BREAE 2 M pri R A . 25T N DSt 2245
BT, KSR SN K Z AR 35 IEAH DG OR R, DR SR s AR S b AT Ab 2
AT TE LA A B () R BE AR E A B AR B (X), KEESCFAE AT A LEM), MER AR EEAKTAE R
BE(Y). 45RVENE 3.

SERRIN, SRR R R % S0 25 1 [ TR A A A1 3 1) X BE S HE(B = 0.19, t= 2,98, p< 0.01), HZKJE
SCHFRENE B 1E [F I BRE AT KFE(B = 0.15, t = 2.28, p < 0.05). [A, ZXEEHURE TR N BR15 AT K F
(0 BB S35 (B = 0.20, t = 3.04, p< 0.01) M FRATEHI K IE L FFIX —h N B EIER G, FEERRE
e &3 E M T BRAEAE KT, MR R EBGER, BrReE A FREE K B&E (B = 0.20, t =
3.04, p< 0.01).

KA T E AN E 1 BizR . Bootstrapping 656 145 J 2 W 5% BE S HFTE S RE RS T AN A N s
FEIK - vh A6 87 2 I 25 1) (Resamples = 5000, Boot = 0.03, SE = 0.14, 95% CI = [0.001, 0.056]). /%
40.03, (HUEN 14%, RIS RESCHRFE SR BE IR N BRAB AT s it 238 7 VR
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Table 3. The mediating role of family support in family size and interpersonal trust

3. REFAERERES AR EEXRTFHFNMER

EIEp Ry FE EVEES§vE 2id
gh A A R R? F B 95%CL(L) 95%CL(U) t
NN LS W NON 0.21 004 5107 -0.03 -0.033 0.019 -0.53
FRE RS 0.20 0.003 0.020 3.04™
EL S ES YN 'ON 0.27 007 9.057 0.22 0.068 0.253 3.43™
FRE R 0.19 0.057 0.278 2.98"
NBREAE N ON 0.25 005 5207 -0.07 -0.040 0.010 -1.02
K EERE 0.17 0.010 0.073 257"
FRESFF 0.15 0.006 0.079 2.28"

T B BRI AR AL 2 JE N5 RE, Herh L(Lower) 3R 95% E A5 X A NFR. U(Upper)fi3& 95%

BEXIA LR, "p<0.05 "p<0.01, "p<0.001,
FRECFF
ABREAE

0.17** (0.20%)
KR BEEFNAGE

TE: A5 S WEE N ERN, HTA RECAAR A R 5L

Figure 1. Path analysis diagram
1. BESHE

3

3.5. ¥tig

WHIE 2 WO FEIRIERT I 1 4528, SRERRL S NPREEARTF 2R3 EM K. %45 R 5 5R 0
A5 (2017) — BT R A O N BB AERT 4518 — Bl A RAEBCRFIEME T, A H 2R AN
SUIRIIANE, AEAERA E S ABRMEEK o BEAh, AT, FREE SR S BE R 5 N BR{EAE ke
EHE AR, AR 2. SOE MU A SRE SR (0 B A &, AT DU I 5 S )0 B
e IR RE PR AR R IOAS RS A SR, BET 5 m AT BRGAEAKT o SR KA, FREEBHEOR,
AT TR AEA, H B SRR T ORI R EE SR T 1A 2 K SR SRR
4. Bihig

AW FEE B A AN Z I E T K E MBS NP EAE 2 E K &R, T 1l b Eg a2
& K (CGSS 2017) W1 IR WI SR BE UL 5 N BB AR Z [BAFAE IEAR G R 2, RV [ SO ol 22 1) A 1A H
NBMEAEAC B BEFT 2 A8 25 T D72 A OWZ T BB 7T 1 4528, HOR IR SCRF AR R E
15 NBME AR R R A # o i A1
4.1. REMES AREE

BT 1 ANWETE 2 A WANGOM P AN 2 T IAIE T S5 APME R R R . 45 5RERW], FIEM
BE5 NPREAEZ A IEAOG R R, BRI AR 10 5 B FURL R B AT 17 45 5 i N BS54
B 1o AWHRIA B ECR B THBOT —HZECK. =RBCE. B0l d, ANHBERRAST AN S H

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.136302 2451 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.136302

WE M FEA S KEELE . IR, 3 B AW K EERB T 7T 2 & AT 538 B T /MR I & 5HAT 4R
B~ SR A 7 20 @ A T B S SR BE R 5 AR 5 B R . XA A VE SR T
RO T AN SO, E 2R TR MR B AT R & TR O R R R,
KR 2 (BT SR RN “ERVE N B 3] “4L2x N7 (Thaler, 2016), JT4A GV S RERUBOR TN A0 B
FNANFE 2 HENAT AR .

N EEREE R “HMEN" BRI —FsEH 217 8 (Berg et al., 1995). /T A I FL 45 LK,
eI A T LA LG T AR LR A A EAT AN AT PEBRAT 55 07 T R I H B R s ph e il ) (3247, 2021).
KW TR BERAE G NG AT Z B B W IEA R OR R, R BE AN AL 24T N 2 [ R R AR 4
BRSSO — T, SRR M RRAT R, WS AMER AR R E VI DG AR, 4
AP 5% o TSR R T kit ] 1 S BN BB AR 3K b iy AR AT 9, X S RTABE A — 5. KIEMBHEOR, &
WA K IEL BT RIFERZ oAk, FEE J MR 0 AR R R e B (B2 4076, £ul4, 2015), FRRILH
S R ) U D o, 3 T 5 25 2 of B A N30 HH 8 e ) A\ B A A 7K~F(Navarro-Carrillo et al., 2018).

EAEBBOEHE RN, AT KRS NBRME R IEARDCOC R m] LA “ (R i B3 RS K ik
“TRIMLES)” R — AN S EE H U o dH ok 2 1] ()78 I8 AZ It LA AT N AE B2 (Dunn, 1983). Downey £/l
Condron (2004)8&H “ WABMHIRRP B~ BI3E, FIRCRZERTFRAMEI R, WBHIRILERK . A
W BB HARRLO 525 2] . ) LE AT Ul I 5 bl o Ak R ) H BB 2] NBR A AR 2
e, T B AR ECE I IR M T E 2 M E NS, B T AL BRE, IMARTERRER A IR BRI R R 1
NBRIE R T2 RG2S, RIENBRAE LN R B S AREEK . MUARTER, FKEE
o ] 27 AR AR BE S A B R, EAL S R R A S B A [ N A S A £ 4 (2017)
N GRJEE T ES) ) A 5 150 B R B B RS 5 B v A o B AP A& A A8 FLHS 5, R A AR B
B N SRS AT ]

2021 FERARN (R EONRERAT TAE RSO F8H Bt RIAE BB RGN L RIRDE 450, B3 4T
TR E A E . ARG RHRAGE =B LSRR E G e OME . R
AN, TENBMEER U o ZEBURIBOTERFFE G g HE LN § R 2 i R (5
BE, BT, 2022), BRI T RN EE BB, RERATEBHSEEM S RIFRE, sthafaef
HHEIRZIE L

4.2. REZFHEX

WHIE 2 MBI R R, KESCFHERENE S ABREERRRTRER P AEH, Rk
W 2. WFTHTIR, FEEMBTEK, BUREFREEN IR, 5K EE RS R AL SR e SCRplk 2 (T4,
2011). FLRRRRALI K EE SCRE AT 4 WK BEVI I SRR FEETS SR S R g HAh S R =28, A RY,
ZRFESHF) G NIMEAEAFEEARK R . WNFKEVI SRS, KESLTPIRDL R4 1 JREE 2 (5 A
AR 7 T 2 T A GRIR L E BRI (5K L2, AR, 2017). WKL RFAEIN S, HEBEERR
FESEE B R ME RN MEE K P E S22 Z, 2 E5H, 2009); 785 BE A RER R 5 K Ae 0% 5.3 1E W 7
A NBREATEKE(A 0, 07, 2010). MRBEFARSCREFAE, BN E(S BRI &, FKEER R S
BRI, SRE T AN AR A B A 1) T R B S S AR K P (Marting 2018).

MAB AR RS JE T 5, He 5 M U  KURHHRAEIES IAH G o 55 05 FIW 2= 2 (2014) # H 254>
IR 2 B 1) SR SRR T, DU PR (1 B AR o AR R N B {5 1R SR T R 52 4 7 R ) XU, 8
T HAE N T A TE A2 MR R — BRI ). IR R SR B BB, RESCRFE N
—FhE DGR IR, RS SRR AR 7. FERE SR 1 25 (Cohen & Willis, 1985), i F#% 4
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R &

P ARSI EN K o B, SREE SCRE AT DATE — @ RRFE EARRE T A BRBATEA R A R XS 5 5, b bE
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