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Abstract

In the current post-epidemic era, when economic growth is gradually recovering, people’s consump-
tion behavior is no longer limited to meeting their actual needs, but also gradually used to meet
their psychological needs. For example, people will show a sense of control and compensatory
consumption behavior after experiencing setbacks in interpersonal relationships. Social exclusion,
as a universal social phenomenon, refers to the state when an individual is ignored or rejected by
others or a social group. In recent years, some scholars have gradually incorporated it into the
field of marketing research. However, most researches adopt the cyber ball paradigm to manipu-
late social exclusion, and rarely consider the impact of social exclusion from staffs on consumers
in the real consumption scenario. This paper uses an imaginary paradigm more in line with actual
consumption scenarios to manipulate social exclusion, and discusses whether social exclusion
caused by staff will have an impact on customers’ uncertainty avoidance consumption preference.
This paper proposes and verifies a sequential model mediated by loneliness and desire for con-
trol.
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1. 518

EHEARET, RAOIARETE ANBRCREIZH, Wk, KRIUKRM . ISMaERLSE, mifEah 74K
THIX LA AT, FATERET 2478, Bl S EE 2. BT 2255, wT WLAEH 9% 3 SO& T
AT, FATHE AT A AU T2 3 CRISERRTE R SPFMA T, TR\ HERERE
B H A SRR AR, MRS E R R T, TR A T O B R SR B BT A ME 1 T
e, ARBEFUH, AMETEIE SRR R T A AL T T G T P e e B s AN T RS, DU R R L
Pl

NRAL 2 EN Y, 2 HERAE N — R IZ A E AL IS, R AT AR i AT S 7= A2 K
R R AR 2 P B AR N BT AL S B A . 4B, I I B 558 B2 B s 1
— i WAL B (Williams, 2009). #haxHERbr TR E T ERAEH g 5, A T ReRE TH RS =T,
byl 2o gk N T B R B, B AR B AR N SRy . Rk, B [ B b AR T3 T 4 R A
SHRPINEHOGIITH LS, ERNTF2 s ST T2 At vh, 2018, &tiE, 2021 4
1, 2022)0 SR, ATt H R, B BTN N2 BT 7 20K 2 SR N 28 R BR 20 (FE 75
&, 2011), SRZTE AR K A BEA N RIS HE R R S0 P e A s, T B B L OGTETH o
150 TR E TAEN RS HE R T 2038 106 SEAT R IE SO s (4577, 2022), PRI ARH Tk B p 007
JEE RIS . FIRA S0, ERPEERE ST, BTHRELEIERT RS &EE, B
AT ] — Bl 7 2R AT S #R 2 ok M AT I AN B e PR S, DR U3 2 AT 9 mT DARRAE — i XURG A AT N
(Quintal et al., 2010), M\ BRAE I % # SR EUAT 2 2% [l v] BEAZTE AN B M, WA 036 B G R E
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TAEN G A 22 HE R 2 AN i 1 R8T 247 IR

i, CAEPRRYN, HoHFaSFEIUME. USSR AT T 426 R 5 SEBRtE &8
R B2 S T AR R W R 45 S B2 (Vanhalst et al., 2015). WFFCR W], 4k 2 HER I — S br (AR 14
SR R =2 A5 IS RE) AT DL 35 1 ) s U AU (Dahlberg et al., 2022). INE TR, #aHF
Xof 25 AR (R ATOBIURR DL R At BR AR5 1) R A7 FE AR B ) 52 MR (Arslan, 2020). 53— TUSHIERF AR AESE, &)
FEEHEF BN LR HE R AR 5 58 2 9IS 7 (Kavakli, 2019) . AR$EA 2 HE R 75K - mupri A
BRI (Williams, 2009), Lo fFo SRR Z @R, S mEl i,

1T ] PN 2573 R 5 A SE B TR T DI ANt 7 R R s, AT I, AE [ 2R AR A
FEAREA A, EIBIRR )R 23 BT = AN PE RS R G, I EE Gz il SRR b O 8 1
SRS, FRERIE, 2015). 1T AR T AR R BHAMA R AIOMURR R &y, BRIER S B B o0t AR R 1R R A ik
ZEEH], XGRS BEA P15 2 T 363E(Moore & Schultz, 1987; Schultz & Moore, 1984), it
AT R I, IR 2 UV 2 il RO AR R B R O TR E . i, AE RKIN
MRS 51 T B BN RS, DT A G B i 2 B 2 e SRS QAN R SR ™ o X DR R R
FREA L BRI YRR P i B XT Y 2 A i SR 2R A — o RO BRAMEE A L T K R s R (D A
2020). Bk, USRS 5 80H P ARIE R, b 3 8O A mE R R

AEFINNA, HIAT A B — PR N TSR B (96, 2018). T4k, BEAG &FH &5 A
BN, S0 (B E & AR ITLE I, T P AEFT TS S B B A8 BT eI A L BT I
SERIE AT R4, X R R BIRREN G 2 3, (ARIR A A 17 R T S AN E I, T A
iff o M AR A A 2 B v AR o X T IR, PR R R B L SR s, VR 2 3 ER T AN AL Kahneman
FERT HHE iR (prospect theory) 2 H, K22 B ST 2% E I 3 s B8RS (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979). %% Kelley
PN ] S — A B B A B A A A A E M (Kelley, 1971). AHSSHF T tBAERA 1 76 2% Hi Bk e i,
AT TG ] - RO RS, B R 2 RIS VO T AT TR 5 B s ik 67 T A A= ) T e M (Whitson: & Galinsky,
2008). [Fitt, AHFFE3EF AN A VG AR Y (Rothbaum et al., 1982) AT K - A AT RS (Williams,
2009) ¢, o HEF o E o AR m UMUK, T OB S U A g, R 51 R s 7 R
fHEA5H B A AT R AR AN 8 MR RUEETH 9 AT N TE T SCRFRATHEE XTI — O IEMLH AT IR A o

2. XEREImS AR/
21 HLHRSTHEEMRE R W

-2 HEx (social exclusion, ostracism) &5 AR — 4t o R sl fib NHE R BB A RRAs, o ffva
ZRRIENA, wHEF. L. oL, TR, Bk, 2008).

FEVH B, AN EVE T 7 95 BAHE NG A& (Kahn & Sarin, 1988), {5 2 ANHE 2 TE T
RBIIHRAGE BA —ERE, FRAZERNZIEHRE LERERT H MK 2EEE . RYEEA 1
JAGH, T SO A A IR AN E PRI SRR, BIAET e . ANEII R AN E VR 2
PI(HER, 2018), ASORFEHUHT = it iX — AN 2 PRI S SO AT 7L

AT AR B — Rk, T P 5 2 TR b e 3% B SR s (077 e EBLSEARE
THRE AL D ICLHNA, AT SE T3 MR EGE M S 5, IF B 908 Ik sAT
NAEAE 2 BIK B A B Ak 2 85 rh HoAth N 520 (Cavalcea et al., 2013), 91 406 BF 78 K AR LE R A4 5 )
NEEAT AT AE R I B £ 10 X SR AT A (Smith et al., 2014). TRk T SEEASHMEAT AR 2 48, W
AL FOT I RIEAL SHEF I EAEA T E MENE BT W R SRR . Biln, AR 7
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Xt RS B SRR oM, ARATT R B ZE P T k2 HE T BB AE 195 5% 0 xR b 2 AR XURS: 535K 47 9 (Droutman
2012), EANWAFE @ISO TR, A2 HE R A E YR AT N IR 2 S BB T, TR SR
WIS, BHE o LRl M B 2 R EUE R T (1 R SR (T VU, 2019). BRI, MTEPEH LD
R E W PR HARMRCE A AR5 N ) A SRR, AT S RBLHRRUS F5RAT 0, A
il 5 P A S (W 7 ) )G 1 RS, IR 9% 3 2 (A TR O ey SI 7™ i T VA0 S 17 i )90 2% 32k
Fo Zil, APEHLEB:

H1: 28 pidth 2 HE R A S AR I H B v A AN 52 P IRE VY 2% I 4«

2.2. MMRBFEHITRAEXPNMER

PR Fig A A R P A 2 50 RIS B 1A A 2 O RIBCBE IR (1 2248, 2 — b 32 MU AN B 41 290
37 (Peplau, 1982), AT LASE AMTR TR 4122 00 R 5 SEFR A4 2 50 5 2 8] 10 22 57 BT 7 AR R T AR 26 e 1
(Vanhalst et al., 2015). E4MCAHSHEH TR, tHaffFa R0, Glug &5 KM, iR
SRR TT LU T A4 R IO ES (Dahlberg et al., 2022), DL A 423 HE 550 27 A 10 B A BEIR 25 77 A 5
Wi, bt RS AU (Arslan, 2020). [EI), 223 Leary FEWT ekt HE R SAME TS BORASH R, 4k
JFESEUMEFEE SRS, BAEEE. W, JUHRIHIAR (Leary, 1990). Ub4h, EWAMEH LRI,
KRG T A 2RSS T MRS B B & AR IR B, 525 5 R B AU
AR, FEE EOHEREB (Williams, 2009 [HER, 2015). ik, #oHEF &S B,

x4 % (sense of control) &5 /MAEEN B CFE 2 KFEFE LREMS T . ffRE . S2M A AR AR SR 1 &
A 5 R & (Burger, 1989), CVAWFARM, MBI RS, MRS BN 2] B X AN IR 5 = 1%
i, I HIX—&£587EZ 5 A (Moore & Schultz, 1987). K4 (Hojat, 1983) & # />4 (Schultz & Moore, 1984)
HIAR RIS AE . A 2RI, e IR R A A 2 BT B 5 s AN P R 7 i« A I8 B 267 i
AN E PEAREH VAN, I HUB s i SRR R4 /AR R (Wi, SRS, 2015). EAMIFFLHRIT, @i sk
Uk o3 R A n W NE ot 1l SR A N I L VAV VS U ANl = el b ki 20 P o il U e 0 4 W S ST R
FRRELAE B AR TR A, e T B T SRR OC, fEmE S b T oRA B UM EIE, X e STEs i BN
Pl ok 2 S E AP ) 75 SR 3G I, AT AEARA 138G &) b BN uE,  BIYATE 3 9 e 7 dis o R 254
DAFE e P82 1 vl T 14 (Whitson & Galinsky, 2008). [KIt, 480 B & 135 A2 2 g i, BATS AR
H P A — R RS R A R 2R R, B 75 5K (desire for control) (Jerry et al., 1979). [lit, mrflidugk2s
FHOEIEHI TR TR R 2 — 2 BRI B8 R A B 1 (Kelley, 1971), — LR FUERTS
TAMRTE RS S e sk 0o B, AR 7 R I A2 B as R PR AN R T AT ) 1 [ XU, s il £ T
= BRI (Whitson & Galinsky, 2008), A HF 70X S HLAIIE SR TIRN, —ERHERER A O
RIRE, H—PRERERA RS, o5RRIETE k5120 2 B3 B (Horswill & Mckenna,
2010), 1%t i B B = a2 SRR 0 RS AU e AT . fEE RN, At 981
S G B A TE % (Kahn & Sarin, 1988). H N %3F 040 1 IUF EZMAFEH RIS, H-i. A
B MR AR I (BTG, 2018), ASHIFFT3E T8 72 i IX — AHf E M T 21 S OT A T
HWNTEN 5 T BT USRS 5 R ARG, 3005 808 m sl ok, 3 (63 2 38 e 8 10 ke
ANHE VR P e 25 b, AR T R

H2: A2 HE R AN PR REEY 2 fm 4 (0 15 ) 4 i 52 B9IOMUB R 326 75 SR i U A PE . BT
T, AR (vs SRR S IMAMR OB, AT SR -2 75 5k, 3E i 5 v 9 2 B0 AN E TR R ke
TH LT -

HARMER L 1,
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Figure 1. Hypothetical model
B 1 RigRE

3. #i5R: RABREKZERMSHR
3.1 WIS HIR

[ AT Aol R R R 2 R A eyberball Yax0(FE 7545, 2011), SR1, 5 RERIEEA B SERH
B2 N A BUE AN AL 2 HE R HE 23847 sz, BL& cyberball Y8 s07EE A1 5 FIAEHPE, &
WF9E A % 7 [ 4h%3 Sinha 28 AR5 (Sinha & Lu, 2019), TERL T W5 IG5 N it R B bR, a3
S R BMA . Aseiimd & G FEs0R, Jt 513 7#1iK(50.49% B )5 5
SEBG, SFIAFERS 21.31 #(SD = 8.671), HEIKBERENL A EC B H A —AMEEE T, MR SR R e A B AR
FATSs, 558U -

32. ERRHH. EFSZXENE

ARSI AE S T N 2 W SEIR M RN, 2022), SR RIE A AL S HE R TR B e T AR
AR GAF HE RIE: ACHANER GRS, 58 ZIEEL e RRIES), i
ZRSINILIES), 2 EHTREEER B W A 0 S B IS A IR g & R R) . ZREA S
B 500 AT B 5 5 B) s 25 (bl MR B8 15 F A B A s & R R . Hoh B SR 421 8 Tk
SHEFES, Hr e Bak S HE R R = BB R AR, ELUKEN, 2008). bR T EHE S 2 HE R
FRARIART I TR, VP 2R e B 21 (¥ b 2 0 AN 46 4 R BE (Williams, 2009), i3 7 2 0wt
FEEHE R R GEATI G 305, a7 BEE B AR (H 7 5 b CF B AR IR 1 O g i 7 b (B
2018), FHIEMREAFFERE \ SRR R IB AN S R E = AT, DA A 52 1 BT 9% O 1 PR 90 B F b (2
#7, 2022).

B R RBHAT R A BRI R AN RECAUIUR, ARSCR TR E T2 R A O
F(UCLA)EE =i, ZERAIET I ERBITRR-UCLA)ER FIF A R TR, A& RIFMAZ—
HME. XA RUEERERE A RPE (RN AR S, 2019), FLEFE 10 AN AMEEE M 9 MEMEH . A Ads
HFERIFTRR, AFCRH Burger ¥ # K KT R ER, ZEEMAAREFMAE 8. XoME
JE AN E DS BE Jerry et al., 1979). ZERILALHE 20 88 H , L$5 15 @ IEMHEBE M 5 EAMEH . 25,
PR TE B 2= i AN E PR RIS, BRI TR R A BTN BN B AT VR A
ATE RS 5 B TR AN E HEEAT IR 207 (L= BeiE, 7= FEHEAME), AT 2GR .
i, BsE RN DGt AR R A % (I H PANAS 52 B R) IR, SLiRsHR.

33. BREAhHSER

IR M ZER LS : KR Harman BRI VR, Jearsi, 2004), 45RERISMEE KT 1K
REIL 124, FRUREE A 14.433, e RMRE 4> HLR 20.045, VA R )13 KR, R ATELE ™
(K HE [E] 5 i 2 a) R
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WA SR SRR 1o PRI AN E PR RRE B i 2 B ATOG, R S ml A AR/
AR SER ST S ITRIER 4 DB REMK, JEErTh A ERE.

Table 1. The mean, standard deviation and correlation of each variable (N = 513)

# 1 BTENFHE, REERHBEXXZR(N =513)

Bl M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
14451 150 050
24F 0% 21.31 867 052
3IH KT 211 080 001 0.04
4 2T 407 218 —0.06 0.03  0.07
5. Pk 251 062  0.05 -0.08 -0.05 0.27**
6. 45l 75 2 415 109 001 000 007  0.71**  0.34**
TN TE PERRE 2 i 4 416 171 -011*  0.02  0.01  0.41*  0.41**  0.43**

: *p<0.05 **p<0.01. MHl: 1=5, 2= Z; HFAKP: 1= “<1000 56/H” , 2= “1001~2000 Je/H” , 3=
“2001~3000 yu/H ” , 4= “3001~4000 Ju/H” , 5= “>4001 7u/H” .

BRI . MOTAEAR T RIS b5 R0, ZMARIA(M = 5.19, SD = 1.37)& Atk S HE R
BFm TR (M = 1.36, SD = 0.47), t(337) = 3.82, p < 0.01, Cohen’s d = 3.74; FE A H (M = 5.22,
SD = 1.68)/& A1 | )+t HE R R B3 & T g 414k (M = 1.36, SD = 0.47), t (323) = 3.85, p <0.01,
Cohen’s d = 3.13; TMiZM4LHEIA(M = 5.19, SD = 1.37) 5L 471(M = 5.22, SD = 1.68) AT BN F 412>
HEFBREATFELE R, t(360)=-0.03, p=0.84. R, ZHAHAPIR(M =5.57, SD = 1.43) %0 FIf1) 2
VRS R 35 K THE 4 4 9(M = 5.07, SD = 1.71), t(360) = 0.50, p<0.01, Cohen’sd=0.32; HZMA
(M = 4.80, SD = 1.83) /85N 21| {45 472 5 2. 2 /N T-4E 48 4 41 (M = 5.36, SD = 1.89), t(360) =—-0.56, p <
0.01, Cohen’sd=-0.30. ULEAXS TALHEFRERMA R, BXF THELal, 55 ZALE S ER AL X 4 &
X

FRS, FCXFEAR TR REY, B—4HFEgr=at, 78 A PAFE %S (M =433, SD = 1.74)
SBEETFEBM=23.80,SD=171), t(512) =053, p<0.01, Cohen’sd=0.23; kK A KIAHHEMITE
43(M =4.32, SD = 1.87) &3 & T Uk B(M = 3.70, SD = 1.81), t (512) = 0.616, p < 0.01, Cohen’sd = 0.24.
G5 TR0 SIS AR 15 2K

AN TE T BT P o R S SR N B AR, K RRE A B SRR kR R
SE R IR VR AN € TR P A (I BB AR, HEAT T ZE . SR ER, ZHEIRERT
R (AN B o T BV o I AP A7 B R 25 5%, F (2, 510) = 123.995, p < 0.001, n?=0.33., ZHEILKLE
R, B RASH IR 2R (M = 5.31, SD = 1.06) 5.3 & TH4841(M = 2.90, SD = 1.42), t
(337) =2.41, p<0.01, Cohen’sd =1.92; E4a2H 1A & MBS 9% (R iF (M = 4.01, SD = 1.69)th {2 3 1=
TGN (M = 2.90, SD = 1.42), t(323) =1.11, p<0.01, Cohen’sd=0.71. FHITER G, HoHERX A
SE RGBT AT NI AR EE, F (2,509) = 123.514, p<0.001, n?=0.33, H1 335,

PIOMUBAN 2 81 T SR A BE U A 280N . 2R kK F bootstrapping 7772 (Model 6) %4 =X A A 308 iR 47 56
ilF(Hayes, 2013). A TH AR EASHE T R BB IOMBAIFEH TR RS SR A 2 P RIEE 5 (i3
NBRL, SEPRE S EFEAECH 5000, BE XA E N 95%. 45 RuE 2 fos, o Fx iss
(¥ 1F 7§20 (B = 0.078, t (511) = 6.446, p < 0.001), FIME 47 81 7 K A5 55 2 () 1F 17 20 (B = 0.283, t (510)
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=5.062, p < 0.001), 2 il 75 SR AN 2 P RUIREVH 2 (i 1075 3 355 1 IE () 520 (B = 0.292, t (509) = 3.408, p <
0.001). [AIB, A2l X ANt 1 3 8% (A7 75 1 [ (1) EL 25 (B = 0.157, t(509) = 3.774, p < 0.001).
BeAh, AR R — DIUUR — 5 1) 75 5K — AN B 52 VR RUIRES SR T IR A PE RN &8 0.0064, FLATTE
B X ] 5 MR B 0 (95%CI = 0.0015~0.0141), ARG % . FiREGE BIGUE T H2.

HebR G AR | ——1E % . B BURIE 21 10 NS - P08 IR IE 2415 7, B2
10 MG 53 P34 45 BITH ARG 2515 0 o K F B IR 3 7 22 0 M R L, Ak 2 HE R P AR AR A 4 1R s i A (3%
F (2,510) = 0.149, p=0.861; fthexHE X iEMIGLERISEMIANE 2, F(2,510)=2.726, p=0.066. %
KU, AR RN AR T % N, ERRAE RS S EIIAFEREER, XY
Twenge MR A5 IR HHIR], SCREAESHER BB ZE R, RIS HE 72 5 8UMRIE 28 B FIAS UK (Twenge
etal., 2003). WAk, HTHSF AR P2 H T2 REBOERIGLE (FL L, 2 UKEN, 2008), DRHRH AR
AT INIELL, SR bootstrapping 7 20 (Model 4) 56« 23 HE 5 — W B 15 26 — AN i PR RIRE S 9% fm 47”7
A4 (Hayes, 2013), %31/ 2N AN 35 (95%C1 = —0.0014~0.0107, f14 0). 2 b, HERTEZ X —iE&
TEfRRENLH o

0.283"
PAI P iR

AN E PERR

R
Mok 0157 B P i 4

FE: *%%p <0.001, **p<0.01.

Figure 2. Test results of chain mediation effect model

B2 RPN YREREGEER

4. ER 5T

AHEFCRHT VA& T AR HEF 5 AN E TR S i < (R RO &R, SR AR S HEFR 3T T
B AN E I R e 4 47, AR AL IR S5 ) R B U rh A o A SEIG 45 SRt
W TR EAD TORAW SR T TAE N RIS R E, 2 A0k, ANTIT A B P42 i JaK
SRVEH, BETA e A AR R R 2, B A R R AR R, XM AR SR AR AR TR
EOCANS R 1k RIRE PR 2 7 3, LA Iml B R85 rh m] BEA 2 X XU o

Rl AR RIE TR 22 B AR T oK 1 B AR N AR S E o0t T BB AT R IIREm, R 2 1 cyberball 32
(Fe 7555, 2011)#EATHRMN . RERX X OB NRA AR AE(BEvE, 2018), RN BAFAE KB
RYFEHF BT AR 152, 17 0A B S8 AR (R, UK, 2008), SRTTEE
AR B ok B RS N R S 8B N AL e ot TE48) %0 S 7 AR s, R AR e
% V5% Sinha S NIOWETT, TRRGH 30357 T Ak SR 5 . 9 1 G 9m AT 5o S0 AN GRALE SE e 25 R 1)
FRfErE, AWTIUMTE T E N E B AT, 6T AN 5 TRV B O S A ER T T PR A AT
M CEE SR (5, 2018), TERIMGE IS SRR Y] R SKIGA R BETH A BRAL

4.1. FEILTTER

AT FURS b R e 55 AN RE Vo RLE VY % Ml e 1) 5K ST T AT AR 2
B, AWETOR A G 9 5 BRSO e I 07 SO AR S HE R EEAT TR DR RT A BT
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K2 KPS ERVE A A 2 HE R AT R, R XM CBaENIA R, Bes sl 51 gl R gt
RIS, RMAGRE ZI R ARG T P B SRR BN, HEHEREETCR, Btk
TR E M P P A SR AR . WOV T IRNE — AR, ARFTFCRM T A A5 S SR
XS HFREATERIN, v Ja REE XA S HE R R SR BT BT T R

H, BUSWEITAT oKk B AN GBI 5 N DA 2 HE RV B A R AT R T, T A
R FAPS BTG PR ERER R, HAom s, ERAT SRR o AN, bk s i A8 A )
PRGN TE TR B TAE A SAESE T, AEIRRRR . Tk, A EERT 1R
B TAEN G AR 2 HE R B8 AT 07 AR IR

T3 RFAL SR WA B AN E VERUEEE S, A SRR iR T B (B
2018), AHFFCAERAE T iZAF kAR “A ol )7 - B FoR - AE YRGB 2 ity 7 BOah . 3R T
BEE A HAR . WIS, ASCIAIE 1A S HE T 2 AN E VR B, AT 1 ) 7
KOG BB . PRI 7 oRIX — AR B R, ABEFTEL SR 7 A e E R B A &, iR
TR BRI K2 B O ORIE Ao A )T & 75 SR B (Wang et al., 2023), A HFFER
TEH B AU AU P2 TSR IR o (RIS, [ P A 0 B R Sy A O i 21 38 AN R 1k R
W les (M (YR, AR, 2015), PARALSHEF SR & MK R, FIHONTRAb BRI TS0
AR, ABEFUREE 7 AT OCHR, T William fORESHERRFEEE, BB R 42 ] 5 SR fep 229 9 4K
R S PR S, AT BRI DL SRE i AN R M i AT O TR AR R, DA R P R R
RRAGIFHE — D IRR I 5 RAE B BB 1R -

BJa, ASCHEE T AHEVERUEE 94T 0 10 SRR AN A SR SUERT FE o [ A SRS E VIR
Wl W S IRE D, H AT BRIRENHL ] A TE T . ABE M VIR, 36l FH R =4
AEMRA MK, S T A RAAAERIEEAR, NZJERIMRHT FERR AL 1 T RERIHT T 1A o

4.2. SKERRRR

ST ABI TG R G5, BATIAEAL AR 2B A MR E B R H5E, AR T
A AL S HE A2 AR E VEAR A i R PSR A AT R, SR Rk b B A
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