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Abstract

Guided by the Dual-Factor Model of Mental Health, this study aimed to identify latent profiles of
mental health among college students and examine the associations of self-compassion and demo-
graphic characteristics with different mental health profiles. A total of 5409 college students com-
pleted a questionnaire survey. The results showed that: (1) Latent profile analysis identified three
distinct mental health profiles, namely the Low Positive-Mild Symptoms group (33.74%), the High
Positive-Low Symptoms group (60.88%), and the Low Positive-High Symptoms group (5.38%); (2)
Multinomial logistic regression indicated that, after controlling for demographic variables, self-com-
passion was significantly associated with membership in different mental health profiles. Compared
with the High Positive-Low Symptoms group, students with higher levels of self-compassion were less
likely to belong to either the Low Positive-Mild Symptoms group or the Low Positive-High Symptoms
group. Compared with the Low Positive-Mild Symptoms group, higher self-compassion was also as-
sociated with alower likelihood of belonging to the Low Positive-High Symptoms group. In addition,
gender and academic discipline were significantly associated with membership in some mental health
profiles, whereas grade, place of origin, and only-child status were not. These findings suggest that
college students exhibit substantial heterogeneity in mental health status and that self-compassion
serves as an important protective factor distinguishing different mental health profiles. Universi-
ties should adopt profile-based identification and targeted interventions within the framework of
the Dual-Factor Model of Mental Health.
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1. 51§

MTAER, RS AR o B A 0] R0 L RSOAY i S5 20 B TUOR A 2 AL AR SRIE I UGE . K2 B T i o6
Ase . NBriER . B e % 2 BRI, XK DAMMUE S FEREE. IS RmtEs, Erhe
X AN PR R A B 7= AR PR AT SE 1A o AT A 0 AR R 2 A 1) BR AR RO o

KHIRLR, A O B AR FREAE 70 32 BEARE A P& AR &8 O BRE IR PP Al A4 O BRDIRZS ) T AD SRVE AR MR
PRI RE, TX DL B 3 g rhCa B B 208 FRE AR A X D4 T e A4 ()0 PR AEE B IR0 (Suldo & Shaffer, 2008).
FET UL, O EENE Z 2 (Dual-Factor Model, DFM)MIE A, ZETAN, (OFRERE B AR OEET)
RE ML BURE IR Y AN A X 20 S7 AR AH B SCGIBR (1) 4 P2 3[Rl R i, g 5 4 T BRSO BIDIR S FR 41 1 BEARAE 22
(Greenspoon & Saklofske, 2001). FESHUERFFLAT, W24 208 3 AE R O3 D e 1) AR 1L FR AR,
% K F A i B RN ARAR G 26 S FaAn AT DI &, T BURE IR U 2 BER AR . AR RS SRR AR AT VEAN
(Greenspoon & Saklofske, 20015 Keyes, 2005; 7KK 55F, 2025). ARHE I W48 EALOLHESER AR HE,
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ANMATE H A RN 5 4O PR R B AR AR OHER) . B UR E W AR (R OEER) . A
PRARH (1 E AR SO BEIR) AL O B R (I W AR S O BREIR) DY PR 25 (Greenspoon &
Saklofske, 2001; Keyes, 2005). ITFEF RALHR BRI, [R5 2 AR BALOHEER, G THEEE
HAR A MR PO FRAE BEIRZS (Magalhdes, 2024).

O RO DR 2 A5 25 1) 43 AT 78 0 22 SR B TIBE D) A R o0 AR, 3R 0208 32 AR 3 0 BERE DR AR 2 0
ARG FUE AR BB AR AT, AMERI S N e DR R . SR A IR AR 2 A0 B N
S8 (Suldo & Shaffer, 2008). 1ZITVEBRIEBONTEIE, W8 T7E 22RO B FEIH A IR A A, (545
RGE RAE— PR E LR T S 3R i FUE BURE A N 3B s B o s o T D) AR, I 4 SR 7
46 K B AE ST 43 8T (latent profile analysis, LPA)TR 71 Co ¥ { B VB AE AN LPA & —Fh PAME R
OB AR EIRA A, ATARYE MATE 2 AN IELEAR AR LI FE A s SR, 1R P 3B AE T R . 28512 1]
FFAEZE RIS AERER, FRASTH MR T & 200 B BEZE (Berlin et al., 2014). 5TVl siAiEL, LPA A
TSI e A Bk L, i@ K4 AIC. BIC. aBIC. LMR. BLRT 1 Entropy %455 &, 45
ERBNFE, BRI LM SR AR AT R MEZR G 7 %€ (Berlin et al., 2014; Nylund et al.,, 2007). H
A, LPA O A T2 T B R R OEME R 7. B, Clark 1 Malecki (2022) R4 WS
R ARG R, TET D EREA ARG = A O R BB RS0, 2 0 XA AR () BEL 70 R E R
[FREAS TP o] RER I AN A T E R B 4500 . PRI, LPA BEWSIE T H0E XS 1R 1 K 2 A8 SR 250 3L BE 1)
WEAESN, AR OB BORAS B S MRt 1 B ORIE B B

TE5 RFAOEEFA S /MO FYRY, BIRMMERE. BRI M (self-compassion) & 51>
PRTETHN YR RIECE S BN, DLERfR . BRI Z IS XA H C(Neff, 2003b), BFEAH 34
FORAERE: B AGE JLIEAMERIE S I RN R 3 AR 4ERE: HRIEA IS BRI AR
AR, BIRHACTEE, AMERIIAL, A ESEOHERERED IS, 2023), SEARBFIRIR
& 5K AR R (Al Bt 25, 20265 £ 25004, 2022). Kk, BRI ATREEE S A RE . FIARSE O P g
REIE AR AR O, G EmE, BRI 4 SO B TR OC. AR, BRI 2 20l % 22 5 RO
HRGLOIERRbR Z IR, BRI T SRR LI Ee AN AR IR S [FIAL) F 10 A )0 B A 75
TERRFAEZE I CHR, MBh = BHIE .

BT, ARWFFELAT R4 8 PR RS AR ot B, R A Tl 2 B AR AR B AR AR O B D RE (R 4 bR
VR FEAIATRERAE A O BERERTE AR, SRV LE S T 23 B R0 R 25 A O BR AR SR I AE R AL, It — 0%
FEHBTM BN O ARG EEFER AR 2 R R AUFFRH DU RSE: 58—, R¥EL
g AP AE A A R A OB KRG B R & AR As 3, BIREMIKFR S, K En]
AE & T AR O B A R KPR O BRE IR BB A 2 01

2. AR
2.1. FARIR

KAMERFIRE T, EHURAE 8 s AR R A A R & I R4S 6023 17, KHEE =
IR AEZ A BZAES S WA RS SR e R TC R 614 4y, IRAAFH RH 4 5409 43, A
MEN 89.81%. HHRFENR N 16~27 &, FHER N(19.24+£1.38)%; B4 2610 N(48.25%), A 2799 A
(51.75%); K— 3387 N(62.62%), K908 A\(16.79%), K= 1004 A\(18.56%), KV 110 N(2.03%); A
CAERFE 1834 N(33.91%), FETAPES 3575 N(66.09%); AV 1334 N(24.66%), IRFAEIR 1292 A
(23.89%), AATAR 2783 N(51.45%); MAET 4 726 N(13.42%), FEMAETZ 4683 AN(86.58%)-

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.169444 198 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.169444

22. IRI R

22.1. BRXFER

K F Neff (20032) % 1] 5 F < PF 5 22 (Self-Compassion Scale, SCS). s=F L 26 IN&H, GfFH R A E.
HIEIFAL Ll AN, AOLER, S AR 6 NMERE, SRH Likert 5 sith4r, 138 “MoRume”
5FR CRRMIL” o BIRVEA IOLERAS BN R4 2% B R AT, THES 4R 4y JE SR a5 4y
R0 ilE R R BIICHKFlE . AHIEFL %2R Cronbach’s o RN 0.84.

222. EEHBEER

K FH Diener 25(1985) 4 il 14 4= 3755 7 [ B % (Satisfaction with Life Scale, SWLS). &#3It5 M4&H,
KH Likert 7 £1i4r, 1 Fn “EEARR” , 78R “EHRARE” , SEERIMHINBRELS, £
FoN 5~35 4, 190 n BT s . AWt iZ B R 1) Cronbach’s o REA 0.90.

2.23. BERER

KA SRR B AR, BE N Rk, AR AR RS ? 7, BUREGALE 1~11 4 b
HEATVRY, 1990 1 2 S R DR AR IR 5y o B S A ) 2 B T 1, I L 3RA8 — 8 UL IE 4R (A bdel-
Khalek, 2006).

2.2.4.7 W2 M ERERER

K H Spitzer 45(2006) 4w 1 7 WiJ 72 P £ FE 15 & 3 (Generalized Anxiety Disorder-7, GAD-7) i1
EFAMEREIEIR . BRIL T ANKE, KM 03 Jitdr, SMEREDR 0~21 75, 19501 R s fE SRk
FEEL, AT HIZEF N Cronbach’s o RECH 0.95.

2.2.5.9 TR HBRIOE

KH Kroenke 25(2001)gwm il (1) 9 1T & 2 i iE 7] 45 (Patient Health Questionnaire-9, PHQ-9) VAt 2 % 4
PIAMARREAR o 1Z &R OAE T ER A F A b R I R4 145 RU% (Zhang et al, 2013). BRI 94N KH,
K 0~3 Ziitsr, RGN 0~27 4, 1350 m R n e 5 . A 5T % &R 1 Cronbach’s o
FH0H 093,

23. Gt

B4, KM SPSS 26.0 #HATEHEIRE . [EE . #iiRSiH. Harman B[R T4 56 F1 Pearson AH3<%>
Mro HIR, KA Mplus 8.3 HHTHEAERITH 404, CAEIGIHERE . SR, GAD-7 8RR PHQ-9
HIARIEIRIE R 7 e dahn . ST VYRR TH VG AN, 23 ik o bRt 7 o IRIUE 1~5 i
A, J4i4 AIC. BIC. #EAR IE BIC (aBIC). Entropy. Lo-Mendell-Rubin ISR LEA 36 (LMR-LRT). & 1E
Lo-Mendell-Rubin fBA#4 LLAG 56 (aLMR-LRT) Bootstrap fEASR LUAG I (BLRT) 28 AR K B8 AT AR LA
HARBEAY (Ferguson et al., 2020). $5Ja, PAAMAR A RETE IO FAg RIS FE RN AR &, BLE RS
N D228 R [ A8 B HEAT % G T Logistic [EIA4MHT, AR #HL(OR) Je 3L 95% B 17 [X 1) R /n H k3
BEMIKFBEN 0.05,

3. 58
3.1. HEFERERR

H T A 72 A ok B B B e, R Harman SR -FIAR IR SL IR 7 i 0m 22 o K B BROGIR, ARTE
L PRI SRS A 478 48 NIIE 2% H AR AT IR RYER T 08 ZR5EMUH 6 My
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EARKT 1 I, SN T ZRREEREN 29.37%, KT 40%H)HIBibRdE, AW FLAEIEH B

LR E W ZE (0, Ao, 2004).

3.2. MREBENWRG T SHEXIH

WA B I RAR S 11 AT Pearson AHOC/MTAE R LA 1o H FROCH G A I 2 BE AT UK k35 5 42 3 TR AH
K, HEEABRFIHARAEIRYY B 835 FUHOC; ARG S AR IR 548 RAEIR . AR IR 2 53 UM
Ky ABRAEIR SRR B 2 2 EA G
Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations among the study variables
1. ARTEHEARGITHSHEXSH
A M SD 1 2 3 4 5

1) BEKMN 3.26 0.45 1.00

2) AVEEE R 432 1.18 0.43"" 1.00

3) PRk 7.76 1.87 0.44"* 0.54™* 1.00

4) FEREREIR 3.54 4.17 —0.46™" —0.22"* —0.38"" 1.00

5) FHHRIER 4.56 5.11 —0.44™* —0.23"" —0.40"" 0.86"" 1.00

FE: p<0.05, “p<0.01, ™*p<0.001.

3.3, RFEEOERROBENE I

PLAETER R . PR, BRI AR IR bR HEAL 1S B N AR, RIS 1~5 SRy E T
WA, MERIBAEE R 2. FEERNEIG N, AIC. BIC 1 aBIC #r4: F[%, 2~5 2518 () LMR-LRT.

aLMR-LRT A1 BLRT ¥ik 3| 5 #KF. RE

4 KA 5 FRR AE S AENIHE— 2P BEAR,  (H RN 7 51

I 1.22%01 1.29%, 8RR /N, 3 R85 (1) Entropy 4 0.931, Hf/NEAIE 5.38%. iR &
Tebn. SEMIEUBORI 10 m] AR e, AR 3 B RN A AR A,

Table 2. Fit indices of the latent profile models of mental health

=2 LERBEBERERENAESEYK

LMR-LRT aLMR-LRT BLRT

PHE AIC BIC aBIC  Entropy ®) ® ®) 1 2 3 4 5
—% 6141631 61469.08 6144365 - - N

T SST3L96 SSBITT0 5577639 0863 <0001 <0001 <0001 (O OTO)

S 5144865 5156738 5151048 0931 <0001 <0001 <0001 (P O G

VU 4968572 4983742 4976433 0955 <0001 <0001 <0001 G20 3% (8 (€0

T 4847124 4865593 4856695 0941 <0001 <0001 <0001 o2 082 o (70) (1% - (1360)

e AIC 7Rt fs BUEIN, BIC Jy W5 S HEN, aBIC JFEAKLIE DUM-M(E BAEN; 455 WO A IE AEL, 4655 T ORIRIEEG] .

3 BRI IR E MR LR 3. ZANSEAIR T B R JERE R 40 728 0.953. 0.976 1 0.964,
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=

BT 0.90, R A B R > RAETH .

Table 3. Average posterior probabilities of the three-class model

® 3. ZAFRBHTHFIRARHER

] e 251 1 0 2
1 0.953 0.040
K 2 0.024 0.976
5 3 0.036 0.000

249 3
0.007
0.000

0.964

RIS I E D TR B AR AR AR LI 1), S50 1 AR R EEAMPUR BAC TP 37K,

FRREATHAIEAR 5 TP, (EERACH BIRAR T2 3, Blkar %08 “ARARM - BERERAL”

1t

7N

1825 N, 15 33.74%; 25 2 BRI PR S TP H40F, S AHIESER ] SAR TP 708,
AN AR - ARAEIRAL” , FURFE 5 XA AR v 0 52 A O B RR AR AT, 3K 3293 N, 1 60.88%:
F 3 BRI B AN DR AR, RS AR B2 T, a0 “ARBR - s bR , HARHE

HOMEEAMSF, 3291 N, 5 5.38%.

3.0 1
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e — . 2.57
2.5 /
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S 104 /
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T O E AT
Figure 1. Latent profiles of university students’ mental health

E 1. RFEOERREERE

3.4. BRXMTRAOFTESOEEREE AKX

PLOFEfE BRI AE R AN IR AR &, B E IR, YRR Bk 2R SRS, ARVRE A T LR R B
PANZ LT Logistic BIABAY . S5 EI R, BIAUEARIA R B 2K, IRLLALS %(18) = 1660.93, p <
0.001, McFadden £ R?=0.186. JNEI = ANELEIR 2 [AIFIP R ELEL, 050 DA AR - (RFE IR ZH AR AR

e - BEERANE NS IS, FR I 4.

Pl Btk - IR Z 4L, AR, KB IR TR - R AL(OR = 0.035,
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H
o=
>

95% CI [0.028, 0.044], p < 0.00 NFULFU - EiERZH(OR = 0.005, 95% CI [0.003, 0.007], p < 0.001)F 1] fE
PERRAIC . AHECE TOREREFA, A SCHRER AR 8 TIRARK - R EERER A A S AR - (REIRZE 1) ] R
PEHMIK(OR = 0.853, 95% CI [0.739, 0.985], p = 0.030); AHLL LM, FivE)E TARARMK - B EERER A 4E =
B — ARRER ZHL 1) AT A P BB (OR = 0.649, 95% CI1[0.567, 0.742], p < 0.001). £EZ%. A JEHAMAE T2k
TE IR 2 b 2 A 3 535 K P

DMICEA - BREEAERAE NS R, Bl , R 8 TR - iR ) R ik
fiK(OR =0.132, 95% CI [0.089, 0.194], p < 0.001). AHEL L, FYEE TARFRM - SR A SR - &
FEREIRAL I ] B M 5 5 (OR = 1.785, 95% CI [1.366, 2.333], p < 0.001). FMV2RA . £, A JRFnp g 7
LORILAEZ A P ¥ Ak 3 4 25 K F

Table 4. Results of multinomial logistic regression analysis

£ 4. ZILEF Logistic BTN HER

A B 1&%7?9{@ - %E‘EEWE 1&&%{?& - %‘EWE‘ AR - ke ‘
OR [95% C1] (R SR - ERAERE) (SR sk - RERE) (SR RN - REREIRA)
OR [95% CI] OR [95% CI] OR [95% CI]
H &K 0.035"* [0.028~0.044] 0.005** [0.003~0.007] 0.132""* [0.089~0.194]
et
AR 0.853" [0.739~0.985] 1.032 [0.774~1.375] 1.209 [0.912~1.604]
HITRE 1.00 1.00 1.00
P57
5B 0.649*** [0.567~0.742] 1.158 [0.881~1.522] 1.785*** [1.366~2.332]
g’y 1.00 1.00 1.00
FLH
= 0.915 [0.767~1.090] 1.202 [0.857~1.685] 1.314 [0.942~1.832]
= 0.884 [0.741~1.054] 0.921 [0.643~1.319] 1.042 [0.731~1.486]
PN 0.881 [0.570~1.359] 1.253 [0.588~2.666] 1.422 [0.661~3.063]
K— 1.00 1.00 1.00
A Y5
A} 0.914 [0.774~1.078] 1.042 [0.754~1.438] 1.140 [0.830~1.565]
B 0.973 [0.829~1.143] 0.735 [0.522~1.035] 0.755 [0.541~1.055]
A 1.00 1.00 1.00
AT LRI
& 1.035 [0.849~1.261] 0.992 [0.673~1.464] 0.959 [0.655~1.404]
5 1.00 1.00 1.00

VE: Tp<0.05, ¥p<0.01, **p<0.001, FHHE OR[95% CI]. LNV EM DI T AREES SR, MLtk NS,
FEHLIK—RNBE, EFEHLURF NS, AT ORI 72 SR,
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4. g

AHIEFE LT O PR R R B AR, SR FH VB AE B TH] 23 B 28 88 R 2 A2 O B BEIRAS IO RIS L 1, e
WU S AR - AR ARARM - BRSO R AR - SR =P e 2R . 5 SRR T 0B
et % LR AR R (R BRI, BAR AR O B I B 5 00 B IR R P A A L S EAE AR A S 4, TR [A)—
HE LA (K i 3 (Greenspoon & Saklofske, 2001; Keyes, 2005; Suldo & Shaffer, 2008). & B A 254 .00 TR i
ARefE BRI “ARER” 5 “PMERE” HFIRES . B0 0 R, AU B g KPR I K 22 2R 5
EFRBEAA, 10230 X AR - B R AR - SR . P2 BRI R R AR
A TE R BRI ORI, RAE AR E AR K S EARE B2 R . X — SRR, UK OB R T AR
DAk R 22 A O A i AT e X DA A T R A AR 0o BE T REAS /2 LG BREIR 1 AR By K P ) 54, 4567
W0 B FRABAR AT £5 A VP A B T T A [ o R A RO B BRI 522 o 2 RE RN mR I e 4y
SRR oSS R AR v O R A IR S54RI T 555

R AR S DY 4r SR AUAE L, BEA B 7008 AR IR AR O B D RE RO BRI = IR &, X358
2O BRAER FR A (R AR - AIGREAR) « 2 Y (IRARAKR - AICREAR) « B FERAE 2 B (R AR - i tR) AR P Y (I
I - mEdR) (Suldo & Shaffer, 2008; Magalhdes, 2024). AT 7T IR AR - ARAEIRAL . RBWE - 2
SERZAFMERFN - SPAERA, 7005 e 4 O R AL . 5 BRI R P B AN B, (B AR T A s A% - i
R “CHRERMEG A" o IXATRES 70 K07 M EARAR IR EARRHEIL [ 5. e, MUK Z R
FAERRAT) s P AR FE 53 R 53 e AROKSF, DRI R 68 BELFE T DU AN SR BR s 38 8 5 T 23 A AR H B A
(RS B s A RIS AR A S i e 2], AR AUFENIZR . DAL, V)RR S5REHA KK
LTI RABAR— S, W E S0t 2 BE I S I (R FOAE AR 2 A i A8 (Thayer et al., 2021). F34F, HAES
R LG SO BUR, 4 “AIERAE 2 287 i N, Fopk ot vl Re gl MR e B AH 28281 . A
I, JEEEWT AT A EU A o 2R SRR 02K, DM In iz 2R R 5 LA R E 1T

AR - IEIRANEUR 2, (H L 60.88% o 12 2H K5 A2 B 5 i 10 A6 Wt s e FE AR R, (] I £
ARG IR D, B AR B A B B O BE RS o (R - SR B 5.38%, (HiZZH [R] IR 2 I
AR O BETHREAS S FEL i (AR RE . HARSEIR, A OB E AR SS R B R MR, MR, K
R - R EEREIRA 17 33.74%, NEUZ = TARARMG - SRR o 24O BRRR M AR IS B Sk, (HAGE
TR FEAR R IEAIRT AL, B AE S — 8B KR TR I AAAE R MR IE . JARREIR, s Z 80
R IO EARLS,  IX PR R O B B TAERR IR E 2 AR 4L, b B B AR O B D e AN 2]
1) AL I H 7 O R (1 7 5 B A

% JLJT Logistic FIHZE R RN, EEHIMERN . TR, g, AR F2oR s, AR
PG = A0 IEE RSN 2 (B 2 A B R K. PLEk - ARSI, BB IK PR
i, KA R TAREIN - 2 B R AMICAAAR - SeREIRZEL 0 ] BEPEARAIC: DUMIRARIR - BREEREIRA A Z 1],
A, KA R TR - SR R v R tE K. st mT L, B RO AML REE X 7
BAROIE BRI R I 5 ZERREA, MRS HE— B X 73 RIFEAL TRERBCIRAS « (O BRAEIRFE BE AN A
IR A X —ai R SREA T BIERSH S 50 E AR SR . FERER AR Q1) 2518 — B
(X EHiH A5, 20265 Muris etal., 2016). HIRFTPACFELm AMAEE B R Mg, Bk
BRIP4 A R eSS A R 72, RS B SR8 IR FF- AT R i 4 e %2, DRI d
R B AR . A REACT (S E S, 2020). SURFEIE, HRAERIEE A A BT AR AT
A B FRPPA, Y 9RAT B Br AT R AR S RN, AT R v ) A T T AR S 4, X T RE A
BT BECMS BRI - R R 2V & 2 18] ) DG BR(Zessin et al., 2015).
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ME R IEPREI N B4R, He 5RO B D BE AT AR 22 1) W] RE A7 8 AF HLIBE B A 2 AN [ fR 1
FH B 42(Neff, 2003b; Chio et al., 2021). H A ERIAMRTE R MER I LB SCRF 7 RRIN. H 2,
BHTRE B3R LR AV SRR P B AR 8 0 N R 5, AR TN, W55 A
PIESS s IERWEAMR DRI P07 s S AR, 8 fu R AN B0 BEBOR o, AT 4ERFRC R
SE IR O BRAARLS (Neff, 2003b; Zessin etal., 2015). 5 AHXF, BHIIFHAUAIL 7 AT R BOFIAS 2 I 5F
Zs MEAIVER B IREIR, LIRS G AR o AR50 8 B S 1, o BEA R RS MR 5
DUR T ARG S b, iR AMAEEE BN BEATIFRY, XS4 EE SR E.
ARSE OO B R AR I R BN, TR 4 W) B 2 M 5 A VR R . A 4 RO B SE AR AH S (Neff &
Vonk, 2009; MacBeth & Gumley, 2012; Chio et al., 2021). [Ft, HFEFHRA]FEFHAGET B —7E 5.0
B R, TR 150 IR IR BRI ANP h%%, LA R F RV AL R BN
FE A S AR AR OO B T BE AL BREIR o

HAERRR, AR, HERIWIEREDR T3 X KB - 2R A AR - SR .
PR AN 28 ) (R AR O B R K B AR GG, AHL 1 FROCPR /K PR A B8 1T e 2 I LR s ) R AT S IR o
UL, AR AR AR IERAN R IR AR, B 3ROSR AT B — T O B IR ™ H R B DA R 1Y)
AMADE B . OB R A AV TR B A A SR T AR O ARG, N R LR R s
HIRA LR ERER T, Ed AERAGE . ILE AN IE &S25SR, BB DS B | ST A7
HE%B N

PELE R 73 OB B2 LU IR Ak B R 2K ML Lo, SR THIRARRR - B Bk 4E i JE i AR
W - AR B AT BE MR (EAEP /MR AL 2 18], 55148 TRARM - SR i AR AR - B B
RB P AT REVETE & SRE I, 5505 Lot AR - iR A S AR AR - R [ 22 e A R
T A ) 5 0 B g SIS 2 [] P D% 2R S AT B R I g R — e ) R A XS B v, 7 T R L A 1 0 A
FORZS SR K VR RS 2 70 A TARAAN - B EEREMCIRES, 55 HEEE RN O B DI REAS 2 11
BT, ATREE AR G RIVEREER EIPRE. ETX—ZRIFREMA R P RE I, 5%
GOLBRBNASE . E 4 RIE T AL ) N S AR S b AT i — P IE . VR T TH,  AH EE B TR PR
A, NSRS A 8 TR - BRI AR S AR - IR R T REPEAUIS, RIS TR R
AENT B ] BEAL TR - 32 BERERARES o (H LM RBIEARAN - R4 S AR AL I b AR B3
YA 22 57 BRI AR O BEE RDRAS, TAESREICIRAS o JREE FU AT 45 & AR ) 5 ) BRI
AT AR

EL . ARTRHB AR FAORGUAE = /METER A 2 MR BB E E R . REKRE, HIXEHEEE
BT SRFIEAR B, FROCPR A T AR A 1) /MO B B YR T BB 5 R 5 AR O BB BERAS B SR BRI BE R
BIE A R 27 A o B AR ) R T 20 BT R R B, A R A - L bR AN A2 R A 27 A o B A 8 1) SRR TR R
(MRRIESE, 2022). ML, @O HAg R TARRRCIE N 221 52 medbh, N AN H FOCHEE T i
ORI FE, DA RO PR (e BEZCE T T B X 1

AL RIEIR, SO B AR B VT AN B [F] I DG A R O SR R AN AR O B D BE PR AN 7 T - FE TR AT
fabrrh, BREEE. MAEREERAL, IERUE YNNG B . BRSSO I TR bR, FEPE e
By B, HUCFER, AEFFREI, BRI KA O R AR 20 SR AR (e R e R, BT H
FRMAER— M IR O B, RAEZENEE TIME. Bk, mROEEREE R EO
P v BTN FFah, O N AL A RS RE I IR 7R . BUATI S, P B FOCM I A N O B A
FERAE . B0 SAOE R R RS, @ESII%. BRAESIMEERZINES T, 5l
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BRI

SR CLREINER N . B AR A I A BT 2k B 77 RIG PR vk 16 2, el b B Bt oA e 2 S8 4,
FETHRIN O PRAR GG AT Lo B

BRSSO BRAR RV AE 0 T S 22 A SCRRSRG o X T R - IR AL, AT A ko 2
R REHE He R L RAPIRAS s X T RARAR - B REii kAL, N 38E G PR JH O B HRORE R e A T AN L AR AR 0 B
THREAS R, AT E RO ARG 2 TR . AT R G B BRI, BRI SE AR A L 2
BRUR 0 TR - R, U RLAE O B ML B A AR R b, s B BSSIRNINZRAE g L BT
P EE AN 7S, B EGE B RPN 730, RS MRS, RN LB R E . ik, mRD
BARRR AR AT A & R SRR QB IR R AT O EERORE T, IFEE S
LR ERAR OB R IEIT R 73 BT P, S OB FRIIR 55 5 2 A S PR 7 SR 2 B FR DL E A B
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A3, WRER B SVFNIL RN ERR N, WA 5 SRS IR . UMY BT R AR .
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E&WE
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