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Abstract

This study, based on 337 university students from a university in Shandong, explores the relationship
between interaction quality and user acceptance, as well as the chain mediation effect of psychological
distance and trust between the two. The results show that interaction quality significantly positively
predicts acceptance, and that interaction quality indirectly influences acceptance through the chain
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mediation effect of psychological distance and trust. This study reveals the underlying mechanism be-
tween interaction quality and acceptance, providing a theoretical foundation for the application of
artificial intelligence in the field of psychological counseling.
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1. 53|

BEE N TR e R AW R IR, Al E% 7 ik 5% (Sulaiman, 2022; Xu et al., 2020). /L>PE{g fE(Ahmad et
al., 2022; D’ Alfonso, 2020; Koutsouleris et al., 2022). #(& (Chen et al., 2020; Seo et al., 2021)% £ M4k
AT H 2. AHET I R0KA . FUMACIIEN S, ZETRE S BAR AL W4 B4 T AL IRHE,
EATHI BN RSB TR, A AR IR A ANEAL K BB iR 56 (Hsieh & Lee, 2024), X —3E B AL 1 Al
P Al e giE T, MalR 7T —ANEERRE: W AVBEAE—F, WEAERR AR, Ba A=
e e SR 32 3 Rl A AR AL?

Wang (2017)\ 3E NSRRI AR AL AT DA A2 AL Bam 2k, T Al SRR BF
e, X AMAL AL BB ST H AT L2 (Ahmad et al., 2022; Shumanov & Johnson, 2021), A#& %t ABR3E
FEMREI B2, ANF RS R BEA RS 5 T AT se 2 A AR A2 SR (Virgaetal., 2014) . [AtE, TR Al
ANFE AR, A En A, S AR AR Y, MY B AN B B2 R, 38 m] DU O A 4
B AL R AR RAME RS . tHENLR A2 S 5 E (CASA) T IIBFFE R, A AT ] T
THENUS A OB, RIS SR BATT IEE 5 HLES B3 (Nass et al., 1994). AR Fi4E7 7 — Bk 5e 4k
JE——Al IR T AR ARG, AT 520 5 N 38 2 18] i A2 5L )57 & AT 52 00 21 de 24 R P e 52 e o

LLAIZXERESERAPESE

FEXHEAREE R, Al 22 B S0d w8 2 AN e R i, AT AR RS R G T AR PR
REME AN RAE R G0 BV (R 6T 22 G i o p P ) LBt o 2 (KD P P 8 i 81 P S i 52 R R
FE)o 5—J7TH, FM AR E T EAEAR, Wsg B 5 XA B BB RRSER A]) . 58 Ak
(45 56 I HE ) L AR R R & 56 (R Gu A B IR P 3 N (Reimann et al., 2023). GX 24K 3
B A P RN EEEAEREE. flin, REmNEETR . RmER . SIER R Al R8T
REMS SRAS L i I ) P T 25 B (Zhang, 2024). IEAN, Al B SRIE S A FRAE 1. ML RS LA 175 I s e 45
J7 T AE BT+ A8 L Joi & Fy i 7 o b 3] 3 224 Y (Huang & Rust, 2024).

PP 852 FE SR AR E T B BT R & SN NBT, P A FH S AT AR B BB 2 MR
M, BFEHARMZHME. MH tham. 15 N (Gursoy etal., 2019). T H - #252 BE B 58 4 8
FEZAERHR, KBNS R AR EZ R (TAM). 4 —FiS(UTAUT) I T8 B 3408 252
JEREAI(AIDUA). TAM £ Davis $&H, SRR 5 A PEARUEREN A 2 Yo P R S BRI A% O
% (Davis, 1989). 4t —HiS(UTAUT)TER R Z AT (TAM) GRS BT T3 R, N TAES 5. SR
BNNUARE BEE IR 2, 9 1AM 22 S IR S5 R 30 4652 B2 (1) 2 el (Dwivedli et al., 2019) . BiE H AR H)EE,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.152060 48 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.152060
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

MR 25

N T R4 8 4252 (AIDUAVS RS B 1 N TR REBE& 1332 15, b — D mifl 1 FH P 11 B R
N AR LA B A 22 2 SR ML 532 0 3K 1) B B (Gursoy et all, 2019).

2T HLJ5R R 1) pR A I 9% 3 A FE RS 30 8 P R e B R AL N 1 — A EZE TR % (Ashfag et al., 2020).
Pelau %5 A (2021) Y NILAACHRAE S In T AR AN 3E B, M S 30T Al FEARSS AT o i (B2
FERVSATE o 1M N 28 S I A A AR AT DU A 9 2 LA I BRI 2R 38 (Wang & Wenhuan, 2017), 844
HANALH AL OHE GRS AN BRSSO HERT . FTSEMO B E AN, JFRIUH SRS LR IR=m, H
FA st Hopm AR S SR O E AR, IXPME AT F P B R AL O3S IR GG (1 B A . HE ik, SR
T 12 ARG AL OISR NRIXTE R, Al A8 R S0 A P 8252 B 7= A E T SR F o

12, LIEEEAE Al XERESAFREZEXRATHAE

121 WIBEBESHAPESE

FR R KT BRI A o B P B 2 A8 0T B 28 E AR A 2 s A TRDRI S TR E B85 10 R WA . I — M R,
MATETH XA ] x0T RS BERS, SRIEILS A O AR S, SREBCRF AR BN . 7EA
PUAC ELARER, O BREE B0 i SONST N TR RERISR 3 AR . MU A BEAAA [ (Park et al., 2024). it
F AR EME, OFEFEE A/ NE R P Al RGEERAEEZ R . S RS Al Z 1
OV HR PR B AR (05 AL MILPERAR. YN Al RGudE LLERMR), M08 B B 2, Bt Al [l
ZFEBK(ARN et al., 2021). #7055 N (2023) B 7t RaR, M AATS Al I8 B 2 ILAGT ()0 ¥R B I
AL 2 EBIAMEAE, ERAELR. XFHIMRE Al BERRIEEN T B I E, 25 Al
FRASI AT “BEAE” RAS, HMELMEEH R ERIT ).

R, BEHEH S Al KGRI EENZHTN L2, OIS M kAL, dEmiimEtst Al 2
FEFBAERR . EMRSSAT A, =5 2 58 L RE O 32 = F P B39 &0 B2 (Sureshchandar et al., 2002), 177 B ER
ESAEIE BFIA RN B FE B, Re BB s X RS BRSSP B AL 1 B B B RE
B, CBRPE S gEa, A AL AR OR S AR AN SR (LT & Sung, 2021). 3X—4f K 10 BREE B
BE—BIGSR T PO Al RGN, (RAEMATE S EAR RS A X e R . BTk, FRATTIR AT 5T
Bk 22 o B R B8 IF ) T FH B2

122 WWEEEE Al REREXWAFEZETHER

SR RN AR P O R PR B A B A Ry . 7R AL S, N B G S B IR AR B BB
AT B AFUEAEEE . BEAERW, MRS En EAME R BB 7730, WAR4E - i 0 s 47 itk
A3 2RI, P RO B P B R 2 i A (2 75 2%, 2018). MR, T AtS AL ARFLE —ANPEA HAL
PRI TR, TR — SRR BRI RN B R SR AR o X AC B TR T R T RS B,
HE TS P 2 B . M HERE R GRVE R T RE B0 L LR & P I i O RS, T B A1 0o B
PHES, $RTHH R ARG

ARACKE RN [ B AR o B R B p R 4 B E ]« Kunst-Wilson F11 Zajonc (1980)#& Hifr) “ #42&
JERUSL” W], AMRLE TR I, 27 AR AR S RS R . 2 REUE 58 5 MR B
F AL RS, AR B BB N B, B AR 2 I BOAR . 7R AL ZZHAF, AL R
GURENGAETE 5 MM I E M AT AR B S P A2 S s S, AP s a s 5 Al R
U ONERIT . XA A SR IR O B R BRI 4E R, A BT RTT Al R E .

Mo R B AR N O BREE B — AN ERE, AR Al R ERRIEEEEEM. 2 Al RERES AL S H )
PRI PR BIRHE,  PLAnTES P RS B IONGE S I B RS FI A AL P A OB
B2 RGN, WIRTE Al IEEZ (165, 2023). JGH R AR EALA A EL B THok 2 31 &
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MEASR, Al SR ZAIRLBOR SR AN FRRESL, AR Rens (et A i P A7 A AR .

JIAh, IR AR L BB B AN R 2. AL S EL P I TRV GESR , G H R AR (] 33 B RS 45 (1] L )
Z5t, ATRERFMI R Al RGNEZ . AT eSS 2RI FLAF A B I Bt A A TR AT S k3
5 Al RGO ERERGE . Rz, KR SR B HERS 19 S B2 RS Al 2415 B S Z G
HPE B, AT PR B 52 FE A B (Xiu et al., 2023) . [RIUtL, 4y (D48 it O FRRE B, SR AERDE
JSIFIAEE St 2t Al AZH R I 2R AT . GO BB B LE Al A2 ELJ5T R R R 452 FE 1) R e
FEEREEMMEO. WO, Al RERBAEINE. R A E4ERE b5 @55
EEMECR, WM i EMMH R E. BTk, REFTEARE 3: OHERAE Al ZEREYS
MR Z R

13, LEEEMMEERNEARNTER

BT — & T 072 B B T Ge4UIS(Gillath et al., 2021; Glikson & Woolley, 2020), Jacovi
25 N (2021 B NBRIEIIEAE, S BIANLE B4R, B AN Al BERLZE B AT R L) e vl 52, JF
B2 HBRAE RS, T8 N8k & A0 1% 2058 I ERE_ B X Al AR P A4 A MES . P 5T Al RGEHIE
FEIA) 3 SR IR BUABA I XT 1% R Se 332 i 548 & S (Alam et al., 2023; Chin et al., 2024; Hsieh & Lee, 2024;
Xiong etal., 2024), XFEEAMME TH 5 Al Z RN, EERZIEME Al BARLESZER N L
LI5S

MATETR AR T Al RGR, LI B ROE 2 S8 Al RSEFIAME AT (Kirshner, 2024), 813
AL RS AT BARNE, B AL B AR 215 2 2 & 42 T (Morandini et al., 2023). X MEAEIET:, i
BHPES AL BB, AEE BB R G SO S A5, BT T 128 B R A 3 . OB B A
ZIH 55 (Ayeh et al., 2013; Lin & Xu, 2017; Zhang et al., 2020), Wang % A (2008)(ITEL A (5 Wt 5, K
AT 2 PO B 0 T A T S IE AR . Park 25 A (2024) R B T MURILE B, FEI R AL 8% Ao FE f
RESMME ST, CHEIEESEMERIEMK. XRY, OHEIESEN4E NG nAE =X Al RGrELE, 1
BAT R o A4S P SRR A AL R4, MM 728 B E AN . ST, X — i RN 5]
(70 F P O I REARTST AL RV At 2 s dok Sk s Co BB 2 B8 (RS, M P Al RGBT R
FI, AT RGN OHEE B 2 — PR/, XM EARE F B R RO R SO R T B AR (GR A, 2024),
Rk, CoFRPE BB EAT AR P A ERT, B T Al 22 TR BT SRR P 2 i . BT A e
P AR 4: OFRFE B AUSAEAE Al 22 B &5 F 852 2 R e =R AR

gib, AWHFME T AR N 1), FE5E Al S BRI E I R A RO B
MIIHRFERT Al BEAT, LA X Al RGUIIHZ B o @ X — A, FATA BBIR AN B R A BT &
OHPEE . EAEFIH P2 R IR R, A AL BRI BTH S St f LB K4 -

TS 1Er- iR

INGN 5 B2E

Figure 1. Research hypothesis
1. HREE
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2. 7k
21 FER

SR IR IR R B T AR A4 F & Credamo WAL, PRIE TR EGIES, LRIk 364 MEA,
XF RIS iE) A AT B4 3, B 1 AR I (B AR B AP IS T & I, IR A RFE A 337 A~ Hory,
SRS 28.7 £(SD=8.0), ikl 65.0%. ZHEEFE R LLIT G 4.2%, AFRECKE 5 80.7%, B
AR BAE Y 15.1%. AN (H 4% 9%)£E 1000 JoLA R &7 2.7%, 1000~3000 G4 27.3%, 3000~5000 JG
i 11.6%, 5000~8000 JG 5 23.7%, 8000~10,000 7t (5 14.8%, 10,000 ji &% LA I 7 19.9%. FHH, 39.2%(1)
B AL B B T, 28.5% ik e

22. MRERF

SIS FH G FEE R, WG ERIR A S ChatGpt KIXHiE, ChatGpt 4a:>] Pal, Vanijja £/l
Thapliyal (2023) 2 F AR MG 58 3L, Bl Ja 41068 i REEAT (R0 skl 52 5 s R AT I 3B 1R 25

23. fiRIE

231 RHBEE

AW TR I 2 AT 1 4 (077 AREAT I EACRER (5 B o Oy 1R & S ™, AT %
TRBAELHE TG, WHGENEA L2 AR IE LR TR ST G Rk AR ESA
Credamo WHF & i If il d shF & BBt S8 i W sR A o Sl ARG L, T8 S [l Y P AR A 7E At
48 B i 17— 28k B A p sk, B s R AT AR . I RSN

232. XEREER

ZER H Pelau 55 A (2021) 4w il i B, 22 LM A IR 30 B FH AR SO0 R A28 A — > = ZE I
% (Ashfaq et al., 2020), Z&ERIL 22 NIH, KA 7 S0k, “17 8] “77 FoR “EEARE” 2
“CEEmFERT . BolERE Al R ER RS, ZEREAAREMNE--8, A§FEH Cronbach’s o
FE0N 091,

233 WMBEEER

ZERH Park 55\ (2024) 54 H Li A1 Sung (2021) 4w il pl, 2 P B8 (BD 4 2 BE B5) e SO 53—
A NEL AL 55 % B (Magee & Smith, 2013), 24&ME, FHULPE(LI & Sung, 2021)FIEEA £ 3 (Buchan et al.,
2006) ) F MRS 1ZERILIATHE, KA 7 stk “17 2 “77 FoR CERARZ” F IR
B o fAlEmARE Al OB, 28R EARE A — 2, AREFFEH Cronbach’s o &%
4 0.88.

234. EEEFR

%R Madsen F1 Gregor (2000)Zw i i pk, 1% EmFAE 5 AN F ] Sk, FHoARRE T Al
AT ERARYE . SR AR, BT =ANEMRERINEE, ERASERRERE S M (Wang etal., 2024).
ZERILBATHE, KA 7 AE, “17 B 477 FoR “EEARRT B “EEEZRT . ol
F AL FEAT R, 1ZERBGRE N —EE, AWF7TH Cronbach’s o &% 0.92.
235 BREER

ZEEOFEZAE Al EEGTEANEE)ME AN TEAE RSB HEUAN%H), |
Gursoy %5 A\ (2019)2428 H Lu %5 A (2019) LA A% Jochen 25 A (2018) % il 1M ko £EE I N TR REWR & 7 1H, TH
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WHE TR 0E N TR e i s pe P2 ik 5 N8 D2 AR [R] /K -F BCE 47 I 2% (Gursoy et al., 2019). 1% &3t
TATH, KA 5 Sk, “1” B 57 Bon “ARR” B CFR”, HAPEE 4. 5. 6. 7 TURAKIA
. ERESEERTN Al 2R, ZERAEARSNNH 8, A7+ Cronbach’so &
#0081,

3. IRER
3.1. ERFZERERE

FHI SPSS 26.0 T Harman eI TR TSk i K. 600 7R, RHIERAT 1 M0 T
S 10 4, LSRRI B0 34.56%, /T A0V HI ARk, ¥t AR IF A
BRI R, R, 2004),
3.2. RMGT SHEXIHT

BRI BRI LRI ATE Lo PR 42, O, FIUON( AL 80) A T R
LR, R PIR LAMG, JR AP A T A R R A, I
B SR 4 AR BB, (ELRIEAS A A SR, R
£33

Table 1. The mean value, standard deviation and correlation of each variable (N = 337)
# 1 BTENFHE, REERBEXXER(N =337)

Bl M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. 4E# 28.75 799 -0.20"
2. ZHERE 4.99 0.70 0.08 —0.23"
;' {f% A A 3.80 154 —0.26™ 051"  0.16™ 0.62™
4, XHRE 5.56 061 -0.23"  0.29" 0.04 032 044"
5. DFHEEE 5.19 116 —0.19" 032  —-0.03 0.35"™ 047" 0.74"
6. FHFE1E 5.23 071 -0.22  0.32" 0.04 033" 046" 084" 075"
7. W% 3.38 0.68 -0.19"  0.28™ 0.04  0.34™ 045" 071 073" 0.75"

FE: **p<001l. ZHEMRE: 1= MNESUNELLT, 2= WIh(EPIhRE), 3= misiht(EmbREl), 4=
KEGERK. LK), 5= K¥EAFR, 6= #FEKL E; HUON: 1=1000 76EA R, 2 =1000~3000 sG(A4 7 3000),
3=3000~5000 t.(A & 5000), 4=5000~8000 Ji.(A~% 8000), 5=8000~10,000 JG(AF 10,000), 6=10,000 7t ML |

33. XERESEZEZERN#EXPTIEI2H

FEFEHIIE . FES . BV SRAOR WO (H 205 98) G 0 N, 28 B0 & S 38 0E ) TR 52 2, B =
0.63, p<0.001, HiRIfIH%EE R2=0.52, 4R*=0.31, F(5,331)=72.74, p<0.001,

{8 F Hayes (2013)#& £ 1) SPSS #fif PROCESS #4446, DIA2 B )i & A AL &, DR NN &,
CLCHER R BRI P A AR AR &, DAV EES . RO S AL R HURON(H ZE3S 37) s il &, #6545
REEE R 2 fos.

BAEH G EEE, R2=0.52, F (5, 331) =72.74, p<0.01. ] Bootstrap fili#f 175 124 /v Bosz
ITREES, Z5RERM, DLOEREE BN A8 5 M ER AR (M 32 AN 0.24 (95% C1 = [0.15, 0.33]), BAH P EAEH
A28 B IR 45 T2 0N A 0.26 (95% CI = [0.16, 0.36]), DLChFE PR B 5 ] P A5 A oA 28 B 1 R 45 1] 2
R8N 0.07 (95% C1 =[0.04, 0.11]), AT (A28 A1t 0.56 (95% CI = [0.44, 0.70]), CHEPE &5 FH PS4
A HL 5T B0 4252 B 1) T 1) 288 A (1 5 b A AR BT
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0.16™
DHPER SiE

BB 0.70"
AR HJF & BXE
HEHM: 0.14 (p=0.06)

Figure 2. Chain mediated effect path diagram of interaction quality on acceptability
2. XEREXNEZENER DAY KREE

4. +ig

N T REBARTE O G WA N H 212, ADHFRR, N T8 AR M O 3 e 1] 8
J5 T A i 80(Zheng et al., 2023), A 55 BEDK S K4 15 g 58 22 o B FHAE O B k. 5 AR AHE—
B, N TR AERI UK R BTt 2 5 m AHLAC B 5 & (Pal etal., 2023). BLARFARM, BA RS
I RES AR A B BT N TR RE, BP4e /N AHLIE .0 2R R 5 (Guido & Peluso, 2015; Li & Sung, 2021;
Pal etal., 2023), (CHRFEESME AN —Fh LA, £ 5N TR RRM I iy E A, LOBEE RS
ANIE, PR BN T R B S = R (L & Sung, 2021), AT A3 Fo ok N T8 B f 52 P 4
fee FRATT I 70 45 SR 5 A N T SR AR ELEDAIE, IR DU SRR i, B B R AR RS N L
BRERENSTE PO B2 A AE AR, AR AL (R OB EE B, e . TEAM T, B’
AT 2B T X — R, @l E A ANLAE B AR AR, SR i MR 7 T 28 B o O PR 2 DA
o B R BN 52 BE R IE M POAE o X EEIREE, E AN B FE Y, R I A BRI R g (i ANk
PR BTN N8R, ATk DRI 2% e 1 1 v e A A i 2 U6

IbAh, BAEEAANA BRI, RERH 2 ERIZ Ltz —(Gulati et al., 2024), HiK
FRIERE S RE TH P R BB IR AN TR RS, AN TGRS, X—XREH
JONE . JRTE AR, RGNS B A B TR P 5 N TR e 2 181 B I 4 1 (Perivolaris et
al., 2024). AT T AT NG RIBATIRANGRD, TESE R AFIIAC BREA Bh T3 98 P BT, ST
XF N L Re s W RS 52 B o B A8 ELRE Sy FH P SR LS vt . Sk AN PEAR R IR 55, AT 384
SRR AL RS AEREE 2R . FESCPRMN R, Al OB HIHLAS A B8 T 4 PR AR 0 i 1), 3R
RAIRITT %, FEUANEAR 7 NS P A8 B, A RO AR o P 0 e i 3 2 FR

PO HE PR B AEAET S, DAELE N BRE AT SO AT 7E LB, O BEER B9 4 /N 2 (R ik N\ B3 AR 1) 3
5 (Ma et al., 2024). H P SN TR REA A BRASAE G R ML, OB EE 2556 FI A5 AF A7 75 12 2 f2
(Franke & Groeppel-Klein, 2024), AWFFIESE T O ELEE B RES (E [ TUNEAE, FIN 456 LiABFARG R, &
NIRRT OB B AEARE AN B RS H P2 EZ M EEX T A ERH, M7 AT e
MEIRAESE, RN 7 AN B R P sz BN ENLE], 8 7 N LS NRIT R H
BB R, N5 SEAR I TR TR BB TN AR R B R L

AT TSR AR OB AU TR R T 5 R R SR T UIsE 47 48 5. fln, %+ AT
BRI RFM S, AT DURIE AT A S8, & BN TR B, e BfE. RS,
AT DU o xR S, N TR AE RS S InuER SR AR A S A, SRAEE IR . ARG Bl
AT v, ST PR R RE AN Y 1 B 4 U7 R, R P 5 AN LR A QR R, B
P EE. Xk, FFX N TR GRS RS 2 B AR B B 5 m, AN B8 4 b 2 FH P 75 O3
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E TR, HESD A T REAE L B U2 N
5. MRS RE

AW FCAFAE—E B RIRYE . B 5, FEARRARTA IR, HARA T ZOR A4EE-T 6 BB A AR
Rk E R BB B AT MR EXPBORIEZ R S5 v, ATRe ik e m ARt 2%
Bz BERBRERREOL. Bk, BTSRRI R B — E RN . Flt, ARG ZE R
WO AT REXT N TR RE RN RIAIE ZRE AP AE 2257, B AE I T REXS W BoR IRE ML RE /s, AT TAEAN
WA B R ORI AN 7 SR T RE 5 K2 ARG A A ASRIRME TS 57 09 H 7t AT R DR AR AR 75 R
RIANTES, b N T REAE O R 3 v 18 2T A AN ] A M &

BRI R YL, ARKRBEFTRT LM BL R LA T A ETT . Ho—, BEY RFEARRE, KA ZH B Edm
FESETT%, TR s AR, R WOk SO SR FEL B PRI . SRR T DA A i MR AR A
[FNFEE NS E A BRF s MR SR, Bt e 4 Rl PR AR . B, EAN B X HEAT A, &
FEIRTT AT LD, DL g it sl 22 5t FH P B 32 L ORI s S NS [RIIPND R AR, B A B3 Al A T
BB ESE, PP F RS N TEREN R G . =, IRASRR M AT RER M - #3252 A
Ro MBS ADEIEMEERR, AFESCEE ST A a0 AN T8 G &S M52 77 AP R
FHES. B, E—-sesRREA T S Rscierh, HP TRESE OQTE N LR BEAE A TLEh R I Tl fEA
ANECAH, PR EEEAN NRRAMAEIRSS . soh, AN NG P tha] gexs Haie 52 AR50
Wiy, 4n i A DB 2 DI T AT REN N T e S MRS A AR R E AP . K=, B3P iR
T TR, AT i FE Ao B ) U A B LA Uk, InPRyT . A A fEBRTT U, B AN
MK SRR N TR REAE I Wi Bl 8 BRER AR 3 5507 T IS BLACR AN P 4 3 FE 22 57 5 AE 0
PRI N T B U] B e b 2 AN [R] 2 2 AR R B B 2 AR 75K, DA e S it $2 7 2 T o R Al i
PRI S ROR R ARG RIS, 20 BT P o N REAE SO BE O AR PG 45 07 T IR 55 15 AT
FENL I RE AN A2 AR RN 2R o G AEAN R AU A AT T, AT LUSE Axiiidts 1 N R REAEAN [R5 (K
P AR, N TR BEMN 2R R SRS i2 IV BR SCRF A SR AR 3

6. &t

ASHI FEERT O B BB AR AE AN L B 5 P 3 2 B IR AL, B 21 BL R 453 (1)
FENFAL AL DB HLE NS T, AN B R DR 3 R SN P 352 s (2) AW E &
A UL 25 IR (A P O B ER B RS A (3) (LB SRR LLE 3 IR WA P 352 1 (4) OB A
EAEAE AN i 5 P 4552 2 RV ) B s AR P RO

EHEWH

DERIRS: 2024 4 “ NTEBER ] ARHRIELIUE B, RV (HIA&EW) 5 Brker 2024 £
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