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B, PAAitkendE3E 1%, MR —BIEEER, FERXEAEAER R —HER I BRIEAZIFLA.
S8 FURBEPSIL6N%H, SREEATANERUSERNMEE, 6 MERERY, HERERNE
& R IF(CFI = 0.997, TLI = 0.995, SRMR = 0.021, RMSEA = 0.025), £ B SN E R NEBHE
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Abstract

Purpose: To revise the Chinese version of the Behavioral and Emotional Academic Procrastination
Scale (BEPS) and conduct reliability and validity tests among college students. Methods: The Chi-
nese version of BEPS was administered to 983 college students. The Aitken Procrastination Ques-
tionnaire, the Brief General Procrastination Scale, and the Neuroticism sub-scale of the Chinese Big
Five Personality Questionnaire Short Form were used as criterion-related tools. Results: The Chi-
nese version of BEPS consists of 6 items, which are divided into two dimensions: procrastination
behavior and subjective discomfort. All 6 items are of good quality, and the two-factor model has a
good fit (CFI = 0.997, TLI = 0.995, SRMR = 0.021, RMSEA = 0.025). Both the Classical Test Theory and
the Item Response Theory show that the items in the Chinese version of BEPS are of good quality. The
total score of the Chinese version of BEPS and each scale is significantly positively correlated with the
Aitken Procrastination Questionnaire, the Brief General Procrastination Scale, and the Neuroticism
sub-scale of the Chinese Big Five Personality Questionnaire Short Form. The Cronbach’s « of the total
score and each dimension of BEPS is between 0.795 and 0.852, and the test-retest reliability is be-
tween 0.721 and 0.867. Moreover, it satisfies the measurement of equivalence among different gen-
ders and grade groups. Conclusion: The Chinese version of BEPS has good reliability and validity
among college students and can be used as an effective measurement tool for academic procrasti-
nation.
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1. 3]

EHBIE, MY SIHAE, (EAMEIETESE S T AL, T8RS WA — Il %, B
TR AR E IR AT (4R, 5T, 2009), i LS EE A R 2021 ST CE &R
B, WSO AR T R A A LU 9] Sk 80% (EATAE, SRS, 2021). Sl REAE AR S BUH A 5 ST
FAWHHEIR, 155 ST g R 4E, TR 2E S RS, A, HERE IR 2 Lh 2 A 7R T A 52 R 2 I AT
Soi PE A AR SR G 4, RO BRAE R . X RS I R AR S E S AR I R ST R AT BB A R, Kkt
DAFE, AT RE2 5] A B8 7 B (1 ), D B R B 2 2] 4 B S5 1 0L 1 HH BRL(St6ber & Joormann, 2001 ; Bkt
A, 2023).

RS2 HERE AT IR T, AATTA RE S AP M\ RUE N DA s il o 27l i S 52 2 A= 1) 2 )
R, Sl HEIE RN AR () SR, HERE (AR 2 A TR S B e He S I I R), S RS AW R . TR
RE, WRKEFAEFEFIEEINER, = FBEE TG0 BOT AR R B0 355 A RE1F 2 78 7
AR BEFF I IE W] DL Bh 208 # e g, $em B0 808 BRI A 28, fT s8N
BHRRMBITEE. WNKIZRE, 1EF IR E TR A, 3R Ja o s
RCH A ER A (], 22l i 4 S e 1 2 A I (R B AR T A & (] 2, 2023), FITES: SIAES L IHE A 2
(T130, 2023), X Fh 57T B = 75 BRI 2 A AT T AR 3R B 20 TARME4S, Xk LASRAS S A R 2 1)
fBAE. KBS AR N IE T R B8 78 70 K FE H ORI 5 08 1 (a: 16, 2024), MAiTHENAL 22 5 P RETGVE =

][l

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.152069 134 O H 2L


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.152069
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PAFERLY

RN B T A, WIS REA A S IR RE SR 5 R PRI . F 98 2% o) HE 4 3R 21 2K R vk T
%, AT RE ARG IR R T, s A STt .

Solb e I RANT] 2N, A RN E TR ] O g AT E A T R 7T, VF 2 i R T Tl
HELE PR R A E R SRl PR T AR ER . Solomon 25 N\ K 24V HE 2 B AR AE B AR 2] i v,
A EE M A LE 2 2]V B AR R A AN IE R —FoR B, gmiti 1 HeLEVF € fE3R-2% 42 it (Procrastination As-
sessment Scale-Students, PASS) (Solomon & Rothblum, 1984), 5N 1 5127 2 AT 55 Fh AR B HE 2R 1
I ZE J57 KT S8 43 - Bruce W. Tuckman 58 AXHBIE T 1 5 S, TAAE & — P47 A0 ) F1RF 25 (Tuckman,
1991), #l5E T ¥4k Tuckman i %E & % (Tuckman Procrastination Scale), XN 60 & 1%tk 225 /8] . HE1E
AR HEAE S AR T T N 2. Lay S8 N TAEIRE X, AlATTIA 6 A8 2 244 7% 30 (1) — 3
93 RAEHEIRBE B AR5 P AL AT A, IFAEBEAE Fr g 1 UG 45, T ] 7 — M4 4E 5 3% (General pro-
crastination scale, GPS)¥l & == EL Il & A1 R AELEAFR A . AR S LT A, NHRgig R (Lay &
Schouwenburg, 1993). B4k, BlE X 2 HEAER FE RN, LR IR AL, N AR B T 3 20 ol 46 4
B, WKL PR, 1T BhH BUE 4E &2 (Action Phases Procrastination Scale, APPS)%54%,

I )48 S 3 30 s () B T4 (AT W ADIRES, 200 T HERE I 15 28 7 TR ) R I . HBRE & —Fh 2R 1
OHILER, ZNE 5 EAAT AR E AR PR, A E AR MR . HE T ABURES
I 2 A EEARR, XA E RO E ) E G R —, RREAMiEEEER T, HERENRE
FIZAM(EEZRLE, 2016). HELEHT R ETH MG L 2 e ANATE OB B K, HEIEAT a8 in AT £E &
FIHBAKCE- (75, 2008), i BGE N AS K ATE A AN (Flett etal., 2016). 2 AR, ERXFAMKIKRE,
PR T X — 2 B AN SV 3B IE 2 (A7 AE 45 B3 AR DG ME(CE AR, P, 2017; kM, 2018), ftHEZE(EIBIELT
NAFRZ R 2 [ 3 T R AYER(EX, 2017; Lee et al., 2006), BHAKM S, APLLhZ Bk i A
B, AR IE IS EE BIH AT EWFHE. EER &SN BRI, XBAFEER SR HEnE K
Wit WEIRESE VA ) RN 7 2, T A A SR Ty 2l ¢ BUSEHE S AT A )7 AR (B LU 4, 2014). 2k
i 1% 26 B I NIRRT N, R R mT L — B

Bobe & N A AHEAE & B FEHEIR i€ AE 55 BikoE , FEREE £ B RANE A Al 7t 5 SR AT, 1
HRAEIE TE BRIy o BRI A A B R AN 2, Bobe £8 A\ gwll 1 AT A HIME 25 (1) % S i ik 5K
(BEPS) (Bobe et al., 2022), L4EHELZEAT A (ds) R = MANIE (sds) AN HERE,  HBLEAT A7 B R BONFE i S
TR WA AT, EUMA G ERR M TR R AL P RPE R, BEPS ink [ 48 € LI FTA
J7T, TRAN T O ERNERE TR L . BEPS K 1E4T 9 MEAR I S b S H ok, ey —
B BAEAT R, F T 2 A A 1) — ettt AR T HEE 2B i B e AT 5346, BEPS A 6
ANGH, FELRUEIINSG o IR R, B ORI 1T 2 7 0562 (R I ) RIS g, 3B KR A B8 (IS 8« BEPS 7E
] h 22 A AR b B B B R, REMS AR G b S Bl 2 2R 4IRS o AR FAME T AT ARG 25 1) % )
e SR SO, FHATE BUERL, RS A S AT AR A O &R T H . AT Aitken $i
%E 7] & (Aitken Pro-crastination Inventory, API) 1 {#] kix — f i %€ & 3 (Short General Procrastination Scale,
SGPS)/E NHEAEAT F(ds) FIRAbR R, A R T A 7] 45 1] Uik —— #4142 )i 79 7% (Chinese Big Five Per-
sonalitylnventory brief version, BFI-PI-B)fF 4 WA IE (sds) I RUbR 3, MWASFII 7 T IE =R A
Rtk

SN EIY CTT MEEARN F R, 5 T HME, BASHEIH BRI, JF HAE S e,
XA ISR IFA TN, BT UARE T 2 A T BB Sntfil. A, CTT MG B R AHk s, 5] 4l & 45
RIRERHREA, ZH G EOKTFSBE 5, 1 HAS B 7 AR (AT bedik, 1998). W H KM% IRT
A S BRI A A, B E i R R U E AN LI H SN R B R IXGRAN T CTT FTAEAE A 2 (Fh
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WE, %)Y, 2009). IRT BRAMEFHIULA, HIUH ZHSL TREARE A RAESHAZN; 5TH S
(IR FEANX 7 FEAH AT, SIS Hr] oH 55, RIS AR A CTT ALIRT P& 7R BT, "7 RAHK
FORHE, X RREAT RN . AFFTET CTT BARBTIUH /4. BRI, JHAEM IRT 4%
ARXS G 2% Bt AT 00, tH5E AR HIOMERE . XX FEMITH (5 B &, X BEPS (2% HZHGHTHEINE
RLAIRFE 1 2B

2. WEMFE
2.1, #ik

FEA 1: SR ERIFER 772, (R4 Bl REER @R R AR R 45, [BICHE 20n #& 457 4, A
B 92.0%, FHTIUH 7087« TR PER 2 M FAE BE o0 i o b B34 112 A(24.5%), % 1E 345 A (75.5%),
K129 A\(28.2%), K 28 A (6.1%), K= 40 A(8.8%), KU 187 A (40.9%), W 5t 4= ) LA | 73 A\ (15.9%),
TFHIFER N 21.41£2.08 %

FEAR 2: K 7 EHIFE (0 0738, AR 4R b m) R A B R 45, RIS 2% 45 526 17, A 280%H 89.9%,
FHFIAETE R R M S R b . B3k 178 N(33.8%), Zoth 348 A (66.2%), k— 161 A(30.6%), K
115 N(21.9%), K= 131 A(24.9%), KUY 41 N(7.8%), WFFc/E MLl E 78 A(14.8%), “F-IJ4ERS 20.93 +
217 %,

FEA 3: FEFEAR 1B BENLAIE 50 N, PUANH 2 JGEAT S0, T 20 il 6 0 SIS 2 .

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. {TAMELERF I HELE B 3R (Behavioral and Emotional Academic Procrastination Scale, BEPS)
Hi Bobe %5 AN4mfil, Jt 6 MIH, GAFEHELEST A (ds) R 3 WA IE (sds) B N4ERE, RA Likert 5 s5it4>
(1= WA, 5= 2&), 155bke, 2l fefE .

2.2.2. Aitken HEZE j8] £ (Aitken Procrastination Inventory, API)

ZIA G Aitken T 1982 i, H TIPAS R RSN EIT . BRDFISE BT 9 STl (%)
F%E, 2008), A NELERE, 319 ANEH, SRA Likert5 st (1= BAEANFFE, 5= BAME), B0
7 1 2 W 4 S 7K Bk

2.2.3. BIR—RRHELE E 3R (Short General Procrastination Scale, SGPS)

ZER H Sirois 55 ATE— it it &2 R LAl LAY i, 1KV R S5 NAETT b SChR (7 A 45, 2020).
ZEENRYEE, JLOANEHE, 3EEHE NI, KA 5 S = BEARS, 5= BEFE),
A5 18 1 A 11 4 T P 4
2.2.4. EXTAMKE)ERRM—HEZFE S EFR(Chinese Big Five PersonalityInventory Brief Version,

BFI-PI-B)

K T B NGl (0 (8 e, 2011), L8 IEMIE, 1M H KR, KA 6 Sita(l= dE%
AFEE, 6= AFEMAG), G0, Ry L.

2.3. Gt

{5 SPSS27.0 #EATIH 4341« KRR MR 2 T FIE R A5, 6 R 4.3.0 ZA4H-3E4T IRT T H 4347,
iz 1T Mplus8.0 #4756 31F M K 2520 b A (B % 20 #r o
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3. &R
31. RS

ERHFEAR 1 3ZR 51 6 A2k HIFATIUE 4. MR BEPS B0 # 1537 I HT 27%1€ AL
éﬂ, W JG 21% B m A, BHATHSIREAR T RS, 48 RRME 0 HAE e 6 M H B ER R

o BEAKH S5 BHATHG T, BREMEK, SRINE L

AWFFIET IRT H AR BB GRM #EATIUH 434, BEPS 3R NP4ERE, A R B4 1) mirt
@i&ﬁff}-;;ﬂﬁ%: BE—2B 4 BEPS 1) 6 /N HIUHMERE . X AP FE, S5 AW 2. BEPS KA Likert 5 5
oy, BAKESTA A AR, 6 Nk H ML REE-2.183~1.497 2 [i], ¥J{E-4~4 X [E]A,
M FE EP HI$ ROBIE R, AN ERE. X 2 REEUE AR B R X 2 AN R RE 5 K ST 1Y)
ik, BEPS %% H X 43 EI7E 2.068 LA I, EA RUF X045, 2022),

Table 1. T-tests for each item, item-total correlation coefficients, and factor loadings

1 HEXETHRE. BREXRBEEFHETE

%H t r ki
- HBIEAT N FAE
b1 FRAETFUR 58 B ST S5 Z HiTBCA W - o
; , | —17.845 0.713 0.806
IR TR Z I [A]
b2 AT LIIFUR Y IE55, (HR R HE 3 - -
e b — 1 ) 18.875 0.734 0.868
b3 BIAE A WL TFAA 1 AR BEAT F 2 2455 B - -
Tt A2 < HI 3 16.283 0.661 0.867
. . = Ry
M&E%%Myﬂﬁi 5 AL 45 i I o011 0.760" 0.880
9 £ E > %
m&&%%%mﬂgi%iﬁ%ﬁuﬁw 17 969™ 0.732™ 0.917
i SIA EE'QL'} ﬂ‘: [ ‘}Eg« | E - .
m&&fﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ%jﬁ%ﬁ@ F4 18162 0.761 0,865
W & P<0.01, T,
Table 2. Parameters for each item project
=2 BRFEUEEY
%H a bl b2 b3 b4
1 2.068 —2.183 —0.997 0.026 1.497
2 3.799 —1.884 —0.726 —0.056 1.207
3 2.290 —1.746 —0.676 0.041 1.357
4 3.085 —1.888 —0.916 —0.161 1.211
5 4.228 —1.783 —0.826 —0.174 0.963
6 2.948 —1.782 —0.914 —0.132 1.218

TE: a NIH XD b AW HEMEE . HTARRNLL >, IUEESEIA I, bl kil 1 5L 2 52
b2 Jyik i 2 5% I 3 (A s b3 NIEIN 3 HIETT 4 (Al bd kT 4 HiEI S (A

3.2. MESH

321 BEMERSH
EFHREAS 1 TR RMER R 0HT, KMO 2 0.777, EURS 3EHFERPERG 5815 v 1360.988 (P < 0.001),
Bm nl LB T IR R T o 8 2 Wi R BUA 1, Bk Oy 2R AT e, SRR 1 AT
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24, Z2REEFRMLNIEETNMEWAE, 46H 1~4H 3B THEITHN, £H 4~FZB6 ETEUAR
W&, BRRMEEE 78.185%, 6 Mok HMIK T EAE 0.806~0.917 2 [A], WFF& M EAArUE, 4558 aT iLE
1.

3.2.2. WiF4ERS
HRFEAS 2 X 6 N4 BT TER R8T, HAAE S RN, CFI=0.997, TLI=0.995, SRMR=
0.021, RMSEA =0.025, FNEMRAISIEH R I

3.2.3. MIEHE
FEAREA 2 HEAT RObR R SG, AT RS A A R IR 7 LB YL Aitken HE3E W%,
fih— A R, R TG 10 2 i s —— e i 7> R P IR 3 IR, RMLIR L 3,

Table 3. Total BEPS score and criterion-related validity of each dimension

5% 3. BEPS B B & B MR B EUE

API SGPS BFI_PI_B
BEPS 0.407™ 0.339™ 0.399™
ds 0.380™ 0.364™ 0.352™
sds 0.279™ 0.184™ 0.293™

3.3. EEST

fERFEA 1 FIREAR 2, MSAT ARG L HE 9E 5 3% 24 M % 4E 21 Cronbach’s o &% 0.795,
0.802 A1 0.852. 4 NHZJGHHATEN, AT FNE B HE 2E 8 3R 70 K 25 4 B =1 005 53l 0.721,
0.735 F1 0.867.

3.4. EEMSH

] Mpuls 8.0 XFHEAS 1 FIREA 2 AT AN IR b 466 FiE 2 32 AT 195 P o) AN S AR 2 O S AR 06 485
REIR, TUASME. H%E. mSE. ESE 4 MESE CFIL TLI. RMSEA 55505 2 703
BRI ESR, HA SR ESEMER K ACFI A ATLI %/0F 0.01, " WL#% 4. #i8] BEPS FEEZS,
DA -2 Ay, AP DA RO R 48 b (19 3 22 7 22 46 5 THT B A 185 M ) S5 4F 12 (Putnick & Bornstein, 2016). i FH A
MBS REAR 1 FIREAR 2 AT S RIS EMEAR SR, 45 L3RI BEPS 7R F#fr, #iEDULHIA
FRbRI R 22 7 2555 )7 T B A PSR ) SR 1, 25T L3 5.

Table 4. BEPS cross-gender measurement invariance testing

%< 4. BEPS BB RN = EE MRS

%H LA FET L A%
X2 df RMSEA CFI TLI SRME ACFI  ARMSEA

A 47.463 16 0.063 0.987 0.975 0.032
$M%“%§/ 5% 51.005 20 0.056 0.987 0.980 0.035 0 -0.007
RE#&/ S 66.392 24 0.060 0.982 0.977 0.035 -0.003 0.004
R T S

. 98.707 30 0.068 0.971 0.971 0.048 -0.011 0.008
FEAG S H
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Table 5. BEPS cross-grade measurement invariance testing
< 5. BEPS BRI EFE MR

2% H MR & A L
X2 df RMSEA CFI TLI SRME ACFI  ARMSEA
JEASE 146.722 70 0.078 0.965 0.948 0.067
o A o
wﬁ,j{f/% 156.727 86 0.067 0.968 0.961 0.071 0.003 -0.011
s
R’?‘f{f/ﬁ 171.319 102 0.061 0.969 0.968 0.074 -0.006 -0.006
=7
R EEE
. 232.583 126 0.068 0.952 0.960 0.086 0.007 0.007
[T S

35. AOZETESHT

XTFEAS 1 AIREAR 2 FOBE HEAT N D 228 B e 2 B, 4558 BEPS, ds A1 sds #5370 78 1 il L A7 1E
WEFER, WA EEST R, BEPS M ds BoEEL EAAREER, KRIUFERPGAK BEPS 15
pRE TR MR =EH, AP BEPS A0 i3 m T k&%, HMEHLREER. KN
R TAFE LA ds 1370 025w T HANEL, B g R ik 6 Mk 7.

Table 6. Total BEPS score and gender differences in scores across dimensions
7 6. BEPS R R BUETRMANESER

BE(n = 290) 2 (n = 693) T
BEPS 19.07 +4.61 20.06 + 4,57 -4.722"
ds 9.29 +2.74 9.99 +2.81 -3.635"
sds 9.78 +2.93 10.61 +2.82 -4.114*

Table 7. Total BEPS score and grades differences in scores across dimensions
% 7.BEPS RN REHRETRFERBNER

K— K= K= NI Wt L L

(n = 290) (n = 143) (n=171) (n = 228) (n = 151) F
BEPS 19.39 +4.59 2027+463  1972+428  21.11+481 20.52 +4.58 5.091"
ds 9.31+281 9.78 +2.72 9.46+2.70  10.51 +2.69 9.96 +2.97 6.751"
sds 10.08 +3.01 1005+295  1026+262  10.60 £2.95 10.56 + 2.72 1.376

4. Wig

S HEAE R SOOI TR, [E A R R AN, ST, BRLSEE. T
REIEIL,  TAHE 05 N AT A RIS B E R, SR IRE G N, 2 2% I R
B, B AT, PRI S A T I 6 2 A 2l R A — A I B TR 2RV TR T
AL HHA S B, EEE TR, A TR RBIORIF, HOT AR 0 PR 5 A 16 1 7 B HE 5%
KB, RRIRTH IR E oK. RN TR A B AR B e, WRIE LR IS . 3
W MAABFAER, KEERBIFERRRTEN IS, S HEGE > W] A sE BB, W 9e2
WHEERESR AT T T, $RTEARKRG AWM A TR . M, X—FFA T8 SERAL SN, HiEm
i _E AL 2SO AR, xR s R JE R SR

WS REN, $&ARRAZREE, BRI, SHSBEHE, BEREKAGREN
FIR M. AR R SIEE R, %54 H A ER X 49 PR T SRR . SRR MR 3407 e Wi
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IRk, 5 RREAH 2, AR R R R a4 O T M B WANE . SRR R 2 0 M A A
MG RAF, RUNZEREABRERE AT RS A6 R 5 AR 3%, Aitken HH4E 7% |
fih — At R P E R A G i AR —— e i R R R IR R, RYNIZERAABIH
bR IRWRAE, AT LA 28 B 22 A SEAT A — IR, Sk 1 HEE T PERE O ST 1 45 . AMZ R
()55 4 £ A1 43 1) Cronbach’s o REU7E 0.795~0.852 2 [A], FEI{E FEAE 0.721~0.867 ZIA], FF4ll & 24
#, BARAFIERE . SHETERIR K 8 R R INZ R R A VR AN 2 E A TR A

AT, LAEREAEE S AL B AR E, 5 OA IR RS RAR (R4S, 2017, 69 4,
2018) AHEFTIAE I HIAT A 25 2\ AGSE SR N 1 HEAE S 26 80, S n 4 T A0 = M A S PR
o wACEME EINOIER G I, AR AR B B A R A R s, SRk
MAER D m T A ORISR 2 T 8, V5 20 B SRk Lo A AR 22 ST RO A B 5 it i i
BUA B 280 UK Al ) 55 A PR SB35 2 ST PS5 SN 9 1 S 40 S5 55 o KDY 4R 2 2 7R 1) 2 b At 4 i) ™
AATIBR AL AR S5 LAAh, SR B8 SES] . ELoRIR . 5 A B HTAE ), AROR I AN e AN il v (R 0 82
&R T R OERDLLE — IE R IR 22 IS, M AT 2 F TR 2 AR 55 BN E O, w EFR
QPR LSS, AN A RIS B — AR 55 AT 6 EEAHEAE . BT U 2 SR KA 5 BHE 55 £ 44,
VAR, WEFEEREANGR], SERGAE SRR W MRS, IRE S P AR IE IR . K
VU2 = A AE 7 A ) 22 A SE 52 2 WAL R IR R, AL ABATT Y BEPS AHEREAT N 4E A5 70 B2 i
THABEL AL, ERAERER D IFRABEER.

5. &

ER PR, ARUAEIT AT AN 25 (1 AL HESE S T H 04T S5 RS 75 Gl B 2R, W] LUdE
T E R A R A, AT 2L A G AR AR BT AR B . R RN AT 1 4 77 i Y AN A A T AR Al
FESEFIA R TE o AT FUAE R A EREAR P, R OR AT LA REAE HAR R (A AT

SE 3k

HE3R4E(2016). HBIEHIE. B SRR R, REEEFH 755 5%, 13(6), 82-87.

MR/NF, $REERH, HE2E(2008). Aitken Ha 4L M ST KA NI, A EllE O FEZH2%, (1), 22-23+76.

TR, EHTC, MRB, SR (2014). SRS MEFNRRE RSB LEAT A R AN, AR O 5, 22(1), 140-144.
T (2023). B 754 HEAE 17 Hy s 4] 2 Je R A FTIR g 19T 8. T2 5L, MR ZRAE K

W 4 1E(2023). A 44 11 6] B BT frg 3T Sl HLHE T2 7 2] DI R B T A R R -F IR 78, WS4 3, 74 B
YL PG v KA.

xirt, B, ZTE, 2R, BF-1EQ022). H T4l &S E RN ERH IR SET RS EaRERER
HIVEAN. AT 745, 38(11), 2470-24717.

PE4EE, TH5T7(2009). FRIE KSA CIHEAE MRS R 7. JF LA # BT, 30(6), 59-65+94.

W77, ECE, KR, WIS, FEURIR(2008). AT A EAT N S BRI IE S ARG M. e RS
Flotged, 19(2), 171-173.
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