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Abstract

With the proliferation of the Internet and the rise of social media, negatively-valenced customer
engagement have gradually garnered scholarly attention in recent years. Through three scenario-
based experiments, this paper examines the interactive effect of brand crisis type and brand
strength on negatively-valenced customer engagement behaviors and the underlying psychological
mechanisms. The results show that: In the case of a competence-related brand crisis, customers ex-
hibit more pronounced brand disengagement behaviors toward weak brands compared to strong
brands, with relative deprivation arising from customer internalized conflict serving as the medi-
ating mechanism; in the case of a morality-related brand crisis, customers demonstrate heightened
anti-brand behaviors toward strong brands than weak brands, with value-processing disfluency
stemming from customer identity conflict functioning as the mediating mechanism. This paper
deepens the understanding of the psychological antecedents of negatively-valenced customer en-
gagement behaviors, extends the explanatory power of interpersonal influence mechanism theory
in the context of brand relationship dissolution, and provides theoretical guidance for brands of
varying statures in constructing crisis early-warning systems.
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1. 5|8

B G ELIC I (1 S AN S AR R G, i S R Z TR IR A SR R A T ARA R e o By /N
B IS A BAASTIE T AR GUE IR R R L, T UK AT R A R R RE T, AT “ S
HIL” (Negatively-valenced Customer Engagement, NVCE)IX —3#7 8 f o R B R (Naumann et al., 2017).
MAETEF JH M A& P TUR R R, 3124 T F IR 2B RS EATE, NVCE AR A
AR AR N R G R AN E LB XM R ko TR S 2 R AT . AU ERE
FEARN T O B4, S S A SRR A R i U R 1 R K AT

AR T b ELfE L B AR B (Hegner et al., 2018; Francioni et al., 2025)« s EFAT (oK
&5, 2018). fhREE R(Fajer & Schouten, 1995; fR/NE, 755, 2012) RIWE S EWREEF L, T,
20165 FhHASE, 2022) 520, H AR N8R dan G HLE KA FREE AN B & N AEZ . [N,
BEA SCBR R A 2 (M2, TilgE, 2016) kR (Gao et al,, 2025). @I Y (Francioni et
al., 2025)% d MURHIE R TR, 20T AR SRS SE LR 52T it B ik B2 22 S R 2 A 32647 9 ) 22 AL 5
Wil SEORORHEERE, FRKRMEZOHENE M ASE S REEE. REWEH AT R, A S5ER
WA, HIHT TSGR R M B2 A5 B S5 AT N A LB, LR S AT SE R (P 20, i, 2016). B
#AE B (Nguyen et al., 2021). 15 B2WitE(Gao et al., 2025) K FAF VA (Hegner et al., 2018)45 K42, {Hi%
AT A U0 B “JBAE 7 ATIARFTIT o S ot JOC 2R BRI, 25 55 it AT T B2 N Bt 23 56 & (Fournier,
1998). #Eut, ASCGIANBRFEMEHLE], RGN B SEHUIE LT A0 324 16O B E .
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BT, ASCHE 3 MESRASER, BERSEIE: (1) EREEHUIEET, fEREGES vs.99
#) 5 i ESEN IR vs AR X AN IR LA AT A ERW; (2) LIRR2MAT o i) AR B
R H S A TTER EBZARIE LU =5 B, R AFESER MG, B AN 7] 5
A RRTE U BEAT N LI ZE S, R SO I A A AR S R A AL E BRI AT . LUK, FIN ‘W
RS - AR RIZFIR T 5 CNFEPRR - I ARG AT, AT S B 52 6 B T ERL A ZRLARE
Wil 7N BRI B B AE o R OC R MRS BT N IR 7T BRJE . BTN AN R LS i R 2 S AL
LR AR TR 5955 i RN I AR 7 i SO DR, S S BRI S AL DL B ARG SR RS 53
JERUBE AR E AR R A AL, B EE WAL S B A R R

2. XHEIm S RiZHES
2.1. EEEHENS5%

FE] P 4123 T S AL i BRI B 2R, S RS HLEEAT 7 BB M E Y 7€ « Dawar & Lei (2009) A
A EAZ O TR R, PR RSN RIE . PR AL O R Z AR BB R, B T fE
HUHT 2 TT A 5 0 5t A% oK S P s Dutta & Pullig (201 1)) S8 A SRS =422, 3 3L SUN S35 M
JEAT TR 5 (4 B8 B DT BE T 55 R P R A A . TR0 1 D) RS RIAE A R,
FEALIE BT AL SR LE A AT A B )2 AR 3 B0 G R S T 2 B B BUK A TR RS .

TE S SENLEI 7325 1, Coombs (2007)7E1E 5% fE M4 i # 12 (Situational Crisis Communication Theory,
SCCTYH, LAENLIEHE I RS, # SR 2 FH 8, MAREE RN =K, Zndhfk
MLV S (RS vE VL EC R 7 2 BB HE S, Dutta & Pullig (201 DM S E AL 4L, 5 EHL
BRI 43 R PEREAR DG SENL S E M DG FENL, b, VEREM SCREMLIR T 7= Sh R, A% 00 A2 H) 55 it R 1 i 5
R DR FIRR AL 0, TANMEAE S SN 5 S R 28 & M EDWAE DG, e AL S B EE 1 ) J 5| 2, S5
it WA 32 GAE R 25 5 O BRI 2R I RE ) 2 BB . % OB IR DS T I 4 BRI 23, WS i 2 AU
IXAE BAR 258 _EAEAE 40925 5 (Francioni et al., 2025; Gao et al., 2025; FJ4L, PHEdE, 2016).

SEEIE TSR, ASCRARES T - A ikt S E LT 4328, IR SEPLT . LI 5E(2016)1)
WAL, R LE SCh: BT ke sk EUE S, SRR R RN EBUE RAMEZ B,
MR R EES MR, HEGREME. ATFHESHR SRS . BARmNS, 6885
JRFEHUE T BLIRE A E, FEMEARGRG. PRl EAEIR, RS KIREFR TG K G5
FENUMIE T MR 2 AR EE . A FETHAT BRSO il B 8 R 32 40

22. A BERE

van Doorn etal. (2010) 5 52, BTG H LR —IEMLERE, R R 0 A2 L AR AR S5 T AR
ey, RSN “Rh” XS RRiZIE i 2R . XMW AR REEEE )2 NE, Hollebeek
& Chen (2014). Dolanetal. (2016)#F—BIGUE T W& AW IE. F ks, EHESRT, HMBERE
VE i 2 325 ) By 3, BTN AR T ST

Hollebeek & Chen (2014)4%F 5 A/ i 7% 32 & (NVCE) 5 i1 [ Jill % 2 4 (Negative Customer Engagement,

S, Naumann et al. (2017)3F— 3R T AN RGN, 18 H AR5 (Disengagement) 5 41 7] 325
(Negative Engagement) ¥ N HAZ ORI, 38 BIA R 2 00 T 0% Gl a5 517 s B K
HPEAE. BARMNE, BEAEE LI Ee 0 e K2 RO MG,
ETHAARBU MG SHE R, AT 8 E N LR E s SRR 2 R FFIUER, Ml TR A, [,
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BB 5 SRS RIS . MAT NYETER, B AN EG A% O R AR R 25, BRI XoF vt R )
g WRBEAT A, BRI EEN . PR SR DI Sl BRI 45 e 2 b= R . 5
ZANE, A BEFEERIONE AR E3) BRSNS e e . W HZ xS SR s, 15 Z 1 R
TS NZ, AT NE NSRS A LSS, SRR 5 5 R T SO 5HRHIAT A, T
TN G . AT R E, fIRBR G %O RIEA R AT, BIEZ). SbRRREAT A,

BRI EER. S O AERE . P R R B 2 (Naumann et al., 2020). B& iR —4-#EZL 40,
Dolan etal. 2016) AN FLEFE B BER A, K LRI AMES . AR oTmk . IEERR =347 9, 43 Jllxf
i RREREE TR T T A REA D . BRSSP FEE T RN A AT YRR T .

BT ST B S B A0 AL, AR SO A s 3G AR a0 R FhE - SR B S A8 IR A R BB

AR FA R AR A AR SRS NG AL, BERESAREG SR EPMIEE, =
FAEAT AYUERE 5y 0 B MRS 5 SO AT . Forr, R B A8 R o R B B B AT R, RN
FEARFEN S [RlE el DIMTIREE 547 (R S e it AT Bh 48 B2 B X0 i LI = 3h R AT Dy, BLFE R

S ARG . FRHSIRE . TEGARR, MET VR SIHERLER, T4 &R M5 mT
D, DR AR S E R AR SN B 326 14T R FE R TT A 5K

23. @I ANBER SR

mi GRS 23 51 R 5 R R I S ) LAY, ESh I G IR R e, EAT N R T AR
RIA RS 5 RO AT . CEFICUESS, &SN (0% ) i R B e IR B, JR Al m it
AR K AME” 1L FHLH](Fajer & Schouten, 1995); % 5 MM /WA, EIE “ Hil—H1b
B2k s RN, 755, 2012). SHEIRA RSB AE, &G EAT 32 B
2 LS AT A AT, oAz O IR B U T AL 5] & B S B S5 i Z B L. Grégoire & Fisher (2008)
fath, T RN 2 (R AE I R B B S R AT R, HLAHAE 58 B OC R 2 7 AR T SR B )
BB GG M ; Nguyen etal. 2021)i#F—PUFSE, fERFIER S, ELE HIE TS B AIRER
MER, WOR ATHAEZL IR A TTAE 2R HA8 5 7R AR 56 S i AT B

AN R 1) it LG AL B2 25 B 5 S S G AT N I S M A7 AE 3 22 e TE AR i L L 2 51 R B2
SRR G A B, PR R 0 SR IR 5 1R A AR AT (R4, 2022)s IMEMAR S SEHL TGI8 A M
AL R F, o PRI A LR T, HOHEoRE 32 S R 47 1 5200 B D 2.3 (Francioni
et al., 2025). [FINF, SRREHIRT ST EUR 325 B s IR R B2 G R, TR AFE R 2R IR 5 i AL
Hl. ERTEME, fEHLEIR S (Dutta & Pullig, 2011; P20, P#EIE, 2016). fGHL™ B LR (Francioni et
al., 2025) dhJEURIE(FR L, T, 2016; Francioni et al., 2025; Gao et al., 2025) A & AL Z 5 (Gao et al.,
2025), BB R ST ER R, SRR, LiETE, 2016). B E(Nguyen
etal., 2021). 15 2 2WiH:(Gao et al., 2025)5 5T A (Hegner et al., 2018), MR T AN A0 A K
WTESL S ER1Z .

2.4. mhEEERETER

v W S R AT B R R B SR A T IR O, R AT E G RO S . R R S (MR
T2, 2010) T3 K F(Shocker etal., 1991) 5 SR I (B (Keller, 1993). =FILFEIEH, &&Hh
BRI T R4 B S Ak 272 . B BT 90 EBA A X 43 5 3 0 5 55 34 S R O AZ VR AIE - SR 34 S R e
LR FEEIER, TR MAGRE, RS PAFWE I 55 5 N 0 7 L D A AR, RS TR
GRS ) B, Mk DAAE 575 O B o ST RS AR (Keller, 19930 b ik 22 5 2 BLRE R0 U2 46 R [/ G WL 152
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IR S AT RS, A R B LA SR e 3 G 2 TR R G AR AR AR

TERE S BUSENUEEET,  of WL5 2 R 00 JO 2% P o P 5 U ) o 55 5 oot Rt ) 2% B 7 i 5 IR 5%
THREVEM B, X ZEAR . RAESE BME VR AALSS, HA5 MR BRE R . 8NP R AR 28t 2l
B DRI, 2455 55 it R D BE AL 0 S A0 Joicas 2 i AR BRI, SE A5 5 R AR il WL B 47 4 (Formell, 1992;
Jones & Sasser, 1995). 52 M=, mB#AMMET KPR, CWEERE R EIER B L, BIEEIE
SR ST, R S AR B B AR R, IR R T A D s AR A B T I TR S R I S LR R R
(Cleeren et al., 2008). FHULTT L, TEREIALSEALH, i RELGH 0T o RBLBE 25 B A I 3 O 2 0

FETEE RGBT, i b5 B T 3 R0 o % 1) S it AT Zh e o 935 b LA v R 44 BE 5 R
A, SRR Hak & DT R IE T & #5E (Sen & Bhattacharya, 2001). X —#HLHl] Al 1@ O B 32 24 BE
WIRERE: O PFRBRLZE T AR & AN 3 EE Rk i 32 BRI (Morrison & Robinson, 1997). X 55934
J, T AR 50 HAS R ST AT AT B Z Ay, RIMERA B A IS S, AN Z A TR S f R
TSR3 i i — HR R TE RS L, S 5 51 R A 1) e R Y, SRR 5 24 ) G 1 48 5 i S T AT
o AN FEAMUESE s ANMEDUAH SS G AT w1 117 3 52 Wi 7 it WL ER) 870 18 v o B A9 J5 3 (Francioni et al., 2025);

TE A T FEAL 2 BRI 25 0] & R 1 A5 15 T (Beldad et al., 2018), MBS WAL IR, K= AR
AR, JRRE— B SRS R R R S I S AT Bl (Grégoire & Fisher, 2008; Nguyen et
al., 2021).

ZR Lk, AR U R

HI: fh REEHLSRTY X G 0 2 52 5 (10 S 52 1) b R o L PRI, LR A3

Hla: ZRARE Y GG LN, 5995 (vs. 5B 3 i 2 51 R 25 SE S B 1 i AL 25
Hlb: AETEFER SRRSEHUN, 9B 3(vs. 5935 ) i 2 51 R B2 B2 5 2 B it AT 31

2.5. ABRZiatLsl RPN {ER

WA SRR BRI, RS S AT T SR AL BRbE 2 00 R BRFIRIR S, B “i% - 7 KR
(Fournier, 1998). fhRR{E NAE4 o6 KRR, B FFEL BB 5 @ r GRS A mds, s s Aps
HEKRBAREHBIE. ETiX— “BAPR” RFE, ABRUER A2 5 m 8 48 v gL #8 2 i R AL
5E, DM OB R SIHLE o HE ik, A SCHI N N BR 520 312 (Interpersonal Influence Theory), HR£E1%
FR R 55 i R AL 0 75 P AH DG 1 P9 Ak 5 A R A 4R 2315 BN LB 42 (Kelman, 1958). Horfr, pALIATILN
B R BUCE B TE BRI L 5l {5 FE BT i W, RIUNSHE BN AR S5 5, A EN
I AAE B WHE ERIESMETE R 5 WEEMEIL IR RE, RIS RIS, 5 M H 3L

00 B R S BR 25 A DGR B, S N O SRR AR BT AL RIS A, A
e TR . SRTAT, N2 SR H 1 45 i B e 0 AH DG A7 TS B A 5 80 A ot BB IR AN A e 7% 5
20 Jogi 2 %of BT A S IR BE N I T, B Bl R A R T B A A 5, E T 5 R LT RO
(Festinger, 1957)o PIALMSEIARLE T2 5 RRAE ™ S/ AR 45 J2 THI 1) SE PR 3 B A I8 31 0% 55 T BE A A R0 1%
(O HAEERRAE, IRl RIS ARG MITUATE 2, S5AH S RIZ5 10 PO & B —3(Crosby, 1976; VT 5, 41
K, 2016). XFAGHEIT S, HEEAME 3 BE T T IMThEE R, U H S NI . R
b, 555 5 EUEE AR ) B AL, R Y 5 e AR AT AR RIRF R . SRR AUE BARE, R
L THTA S BN QI T 5, 250 i E A AME A AT B 5 9FA], T 58 %
WNFLE R (Kelman, 1958). 24 WU 45 2 T 1) 57 11 2 -5 6 75 APk 7 DA 6 ) ot R R0+ TR 2 5 B B,
SURANFRSE, FHEOR TP & ML B (Romani et al., 2013). 245 i 24 57 i) 2R -5 HL A S5 33 -4 0 25 9
AT O EE S 2 BT R S 7 g, X METEE B — SIS AR S B THEE, B T
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1t (Lee & Labroo, 2004), 1X— GBI FRAT IR AN BN TAGL R . XS 53 BT &, By Hoak 2 5t
E5MEES I — B W & AR (Francioni et al., 2025), DA IE 78 8 fe AL 9 34 b R b o 56 R 235
UG T HEWT, 4 9min RR AE SEAEAL SE AL, AT 55 5 AR, R PR A T M R e 2 L B
MR

RPN BRI LS, A FO B A B AR IR BN S R LA AT . FERE I B EAL T, B
FNBNAZ Gy AL RIZE S U AR AR R S P S IO AN « 578 AR AR ARG 25 (Smith etal., 2012), Jf
AIReIE— DOl R SR 4 . FRE, IR G B 4R R 55 SO AT B)(Romani et al., 2013; Grappi et al., 2013). fE
W EHUEEE T, AHECT RS L, 55 55 R 77 i/ R 55 S5 T S B ) mii T 2 6 v A T S0 <
BET P A2 SO R SR BE L AN S5 10028 o (ELSZ R T8 55 3 il R KIS P30, It 23 5 AN PR BSEN iy RS T A%V
R & s BERTHTAT Oy, TSR] T ERGR S B, AR S B (Romani et al., 2013). fEIE{E
RUSEALA,  OME N ARG B S i B Xof it R B R A AN B . AN — BN o SR i b DR T 5
AL 22 T — BT (Francioni et al., 2025), FEIEESEHLH 2 B0 T2 BT 58 . 2 5mF dn Rg K
FEFEHUS, AMEIN AR 2 3 B O RO 55, JF A SEaR 20 AN, DU 5 MIRIG 2. X
e AR JEE 7T 2 0 — 2 IR Bl I A SR I SR S i AT B, A SR AR . A TR R
2% (Grappi et al., 2013).

Zi LR, ASCHR LN R

H2:  ABREZMLELE i B E HLE L 5 i R B2 S B2 32 5 1 58 B AR 3 i, Bfdok
Pi:

H2a: PRI SRR AR 30 5 B AE BE 0 7Y i RS ATL 5 it ROt PR K J 25 it R 5 189 P 5 g v 2 e A AR
FHBCT 9B AL, 5935 it W2 3d i 2 ) P A b SR A1) 7 A B e 7T R AR SR IR, 3R T 3 05 o 2 )
JE5 2% it L 5

H2b: AR ST BN AN I 5 B A T AP 2R ot RO L5t R i 58 6 J 2% S5 i WA 1) PR 5 Wi o
HMER, ARECT 9934 SR, SR Rl A 1 DA R] i SR ] AR B K R LI AN R
BE 51 B35 5 5 5 ) Bt FRAT 35 -

-

g fE ALY
(Bt vs. B v
NFBREZM ML - ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ:
X AH % 34 35 I > by
78 T AR g 4o
R WEIN TAR S ST B
(3Rvs. §9)

Figure 1. Research model

B 1. R&RE

3. IR EERS
3.1. 5CIf 1
SEEG 1B H AR SRR A LSRR S R R G R B A EL A, LRSI B Hla AT H1b.
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3.1.1. LRI 5P

ARUCLIR I 2 (T ENIRAY . BE ST vs B ) x 2 (SRRRBREE: 9 vs. 59)MALIA it idfELk b
LM, REERINASEEARE NN 237, HPLtk 81 N(34.2%), FtE 156 N(65.8%), FitH
80 JE S LATR (5 EE 90.7%. Fyikk G it AR E . BRSNS RS, SRISR T A 9 A A R
CRYRM .

B, WORTE AT A SRR SN2, CAIEAT S R AR o R B 5 T AR ILTE RN 44
i i, SRS BRI ZE R, ARSCRASCTREIR 7 X JUAN 77 AT 5t R FE R I % 555
R IR Dy A R R GRIR AT L R R S, T A BN A BEAN R s R R R
A TR PG RAT L R B R & S, T AR LR RIFRER” o AR5, RIESRECCE
AN AT S BE LR B BB, ARSI BE M B0S SR AR . e 0 AL B LA R
HIDARX = it R B B AL “ FROLCAR, A SBAE SR EA FIT M E AL, FRE: A SRR
i s AREE, S8 ERIL 90%, RO, WRRIE” (). B, it EOae ) sylE g
“RUR LIS A SRR BRI BR . — RAERI IS I, PRI F TR — 23T THE R I 2R
HWE B S RAE (B ZEI), WEN: SR E RO, A SERSRNIETY
SEALARE, PR T BRI KRGS o [EAE, TEAE Y G ATL S R i G DR L FR £
TERHEAL “HMOLLR, A GBIESIEA BT R ER, FEE: A SR GRR Q08 3 R
MEL B 90%, ZREIE, THEIMR” o 85, M RIEEANER “BuniR g 20 Lid
A SRS — RERIGUE RIS, RRILE TR — &R B P ERRhS B 5K
MM, WAEN: SRR R, A BV PCE BRI R AEAE, SR BN
K KBRS 5o AR P A IR MR 54 35 IR SO AR T b5 .

B 152 56 SEIR M BHG , B Je e BB AR N BRI, S I “ARAEAR R A ORISR P A 2 7
SR PILEQ )RR, MEHES AN IR AT AER: MBS ERSYE Rodrigues
etal. (2021), FEAE 3 AT  “RBFHEMH A W7« “WARHLERES A SEAHECHRS
7 CTRAT A T B BRI A R SS, A FERE A W7, %5 ER Cronbach’s o
ZH9 0.856; S AT S E R Obilo et al. 2021)JF R AER, $Hit 3 MH. “HS 5HH A
AREATEL” o CRBLER AR AN EEI A SRR . CRFBNBIZ PG EERE
A GA R ATE RS , 738K Cronbach’s o 2#(y 0.805. P A& M H Likert 5 &, 1= 4
WARRE, 5= FEFRE. &5, HEAOS5HEE,

3.1.2. XWHERS57H

(1) B

55 95 it L R A o FELAE S R B K EAETE R ETI(M s = 1.68, M s = 4.27, t (235) = —26.64, p <
0.001), fn R FER BIA BRI . Ge )8 G SE LIS A 98.3% IV IZ S [ A St LS T T3
FEF b R, A S NS B AT 97 5% MR UCAZ R S A LTS T LA IR R
o bR, SERENIE B RE RN A, BRI SRS SRS R 0 S N AR
BEERM 5 =453, M =4.62,t(114)=-0.73, p=0.467), B EHL T 5055 5O BOR T B BN
FEUATFAEREZERFM s =436, Mu =4.32,t(119)=0.27, p=0.788), 151E3E N RIh#EH.

(2) st RSB AL BN i LA PS5 0T A7 0 T 25 5245 PR 5 T

XF2 (R SENLETY: BB B vs JEAERY) x 2 (ShREBREE: 59 vs. )L I BT REAT 5 2 A0 . [FIR
FEENE . A TSN TT Z o i T . SR ER, a5 5 hE FE X i
7 R S (A8 LA 2 2 (F (1, 229) = 8.11, p = 0.005); i fG WL TR 5 it oo 3 %of 3 25 S it AT 3 1)
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AEH AR (F (1, 229) = 14.02, p < 0.001). #E— kI, B /7B m RGN, oo 5535 i)
R B TR (M s = 4.14, M s =3.74, F (1, 110) = 13.86, p < 0.001), {HFE 2 & AT5)_Exfom
SR E ZER My =324, M =3.19,F (1, 110)=0.081, p=0.777), Hla @iI6iE, B85 MAEHL
T B R R R AT B R T IS F (M = 3.14, M s = 3.93, F(1, 115) = 26.95, p < 0.001),
{ELLE S RBL I X S S B Z (M s =3.91, M s =4.04, F (1, 115) = 0.871, p = 0.353), HIlb T
B3I

3.2. LIg2

SCG 2 NSRS 3 B PR 1 AL T A o B i T 1) A8 EL S W S AN A R O BRI
FAKT S, 5008 2 PR R A RE S SRR AG LIRS, AN [R] 55 2 ot R 2 e S8 o AR X S < J S AN R 2 8 A ot 2
R s SEIR 3 PRI AR TE AR RS AL, AN R 95 E ik R A e S BN AN R S BOR R R L
I I R AT 50

3.2.1. XEFIHS5LE

ARSI R FH LR 2R (R R S5 3ARE vs BRI SO AL (RS2 T E, BT TELR BT S iR S
W, BRI FREAE ) 105, Hrhd Bk 42 AN40%), &Pt 63 AN(60%), N 80 J5 LR &
Lt 89%. ik bo AR 2 RE M, SRE SR AR A R A0 A SRR S o BB BE L EE B “ R
RIS RGN - 593 « “REI LT ESENL - SRS 2 FORRIRE SR G R, BE S B R R
BABBEARL, I B2 1]

W, WO B A SRS, DU SR RN, A SR ARG RS R
FEERN S S50 1 — 8RR 2 Ml Ryt ik ARG, RN SRR B R #4758 70 8 R fa ML
o Bl b= MAH G B AR “A SRR SRR 100%8T S 4 FE PR M, FIRERSR, Hskal
E” (BE). ##F, Ml 2IEENEHEE “BukE ST A SRR R . —RERBEL
B, AR 5 I 3 DB — 26 AT T B TR v VY 2 B B O 5 A IS (LR s 2 B, TS R R
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