Advances in Social Sciences #-2RF2ERTH, 2025, 14(5), 331-340 Hans X
Published Online May 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2025.145400

REHBERAN. FImBEMLEFI R
XE2MR

ot
SRR, WA

Weks H . 20254F3 280 HHEM: 202545 H7H; &AAHM: 20254F5H21H

wm B

A EFCFPS20164E. 20184, 2020 =3, EEAE4~6% . 6~85F18~10%5 =AHMBJLEH
FREBEFH/AIT8~10% JLEMZEVEI. 6~8% K8~10% JLEMZESFR, MKk4~6%5 . 6~85$ﬂ8~10
BEANMHBRILERFES RFEAN8~10% ) LB F WV RIZ BTN . Fi, %#8~105K)LEMEN
HANE, #—PEBEEREHERAN. FIAMREELRA=FHXER. FKNRAXEHETRAN
REESHE, BEILEFIRREBNER, WLERZEHFTRALE,

K §Eia)

FEHERAN, PR, EIRFE, BERAE, PN

A Study on the Relationship between Family
Educational Input, Approach to Learning,
and Children’s Academic Performance

Xiangya Lin
College of Teacher Education, Ningbo University, Ningbo Zhejiang

Received: Mar. 28", 2025; accepted: May 7%, 2025; published: May 21%, 2025

Abstract

Using three years of CFPS data from 2016, 2018, and 2020, the study tracks the predictive effects of
family educational inputs on the academic performance of 8~10 year olds, the approach to learning
of 6~8 and 8~10 year olds, and the predictive effects between the approach to learning of 4~6, 6~8
and 8~10 year olds on the academic performance of 8~10 year olds. At the same time, children aged
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8~10 were selected as the study subjects to further clarify the relationship among their family edu-
cational input, approach to learning and academic performance. Parents should improve the quality
and efficiency of family education input, respect the differences in the development of children’s
approach to learning and establish the correct concept of family education input.
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1. 518

XIRFI 2, M. S 5MCH =AM L BRI EAERNETH AR E[L], ZHEES
NINRZENE R ILFG AT — B B TR (0 2k s, IR T ERIRARE S0 BUERIGE 22l K St
(P B SR AL A5 B AT T B [2] . BEAh, Fantuzzo 25 AN N> i 2 B FEVE R/ FF . A 1EhML.
RGN [3]. CAMFAIESE, FEEBE RN AL LEINFIFI 2 RE ST R e, BN E
BRI S T LB 5 S PRI ARA TR 22 S BHL, AN LAl AT 2% 2 2 2] [4] o FRIE 2% 3% HE T 253 44 3~5
FYILEBATHIR, 6] T RKEL AT A S ) LEMR . FRGFH K EHF RN LLEE T 3
A JE JLERRE SO E 2 R G g5 e (5] thah, —UERFFE RIL T o 2 MR A, A /RGN
FIea it B R B2 5 ) LB R EEEL S )L S RS 2 A (6] WL, FKEEHE BN 5248 ) LE %
MR Z B R FRARTT . SUHLFER, &3] 5B LE & 522 0] KR R EISRER, A8 R
W FEERT )L B A B BRI . F 0% AR 1481 4 ) L#E KK KA NI RN R, W20 5
M, BT IS BEZCE $ T DLIE [a) 55 25 Ti0il 2 1) LB 27 2] S R [ 7] RIS FRATT 75 B 503 BIAS IE7
AR R REHE NSRS JLE R K R [8]. Nakamuro 25 NFJF 78 & BB LA I S B i 77 2T AS 2
PN RS Jaxck ) L 2 S S R B R AEI[9]. 48E, FEEEE AN LE 2 ) 0 R R S Bk
N, fHEATRE S XS L R R R B R, KUk, WS IER . BRI AT KB EE BN T
JLEE FIRRR 2 21 S B R SR AT FEIRANIR T o b Ah, 5220 MR AE R BEZLE K LE 2L R IR 0 v kS
Bl A - 2505 55 NEF% 181 44 4.5~5.5 % LB 705 ) SR A KB LA S NA) L FH AV BE /110
HAER SRR, 2] BRTER R E S P T L3E R aE e R e b B, TR RE
FOH IR LEE B2 R 72 504 FR A1 F[10]

LR, HORMEZMRFZ RERFREAET N FAMBREERA R, HX =& AFER
FHK B BRI, AT 78IS A o [ 52 REAE iR A (CFPS) [ 2016 4F. 2018 4E A1 2020 4E4E, 1B A 4~6
% 6~8 %, 8~10 & =AM BULE MK EH T RN LRI, it 4~6 &, 6~8 £ H18~10 & =
BB LE I KA E NN 8~10 ) LE 22 LR IUAT 6~8 5 Fl1 8~10 % JLE 2% 3] 5 i, LA K 4~6 %5
6~8 % fll 8~10 % =AM B LH K24 > ST 8~10 % ) LEE 2l R I 2 ()& 75 AT T v o[RS, %
$ 8~10 X JLEAE R AN R, H—PEEHFEBEFRN . FI R F R =EH LR

BT WA TR AR 1) 4~6 . 6~8 L1 8~10 ¥ JLE M FELH AN 8~10 )L ()2
KIMEA TN 4~6 L H 6~8 & LE MK EHE AN 6~8 2 JLH K% ) it B A RS 4~6
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%, 6~8 Z Al 8~10 & LI MFKFELE AN 8~10 & L 1) > fh i B A TN ; 4~6 % 6~8 %5 Al
8~10 % L E[12% 2] St Jsidt 8~10 % )L 2 LR ILEA TR, 2) 8~10 % )L E M K EEHE N REIE]
TETN 8~10 & JLE MR I: 3)8~10 & )LEMFIEH A BN RE IE ) 35 T 8~10 2 L 1% 2] iy
i 4) 8~10 % JLE M) T ASIE ) B E I 8~10 % JLE M LEIN; 5) 8~10 % JLE 2] Fh R AE
8~10 ¥ JLEMFEA B RN 8~10 & JLEM LRI MR RAAHNMEM.

2. Fk
2.1 MRIR

N T 35 2016~2020 FREAE FN FA KB 5T 5 MBI DU R A AR &, A FURE 2016
. 2018 AN 2020 4 CFPS /b ) LEE AT 6 T8 B AR (R VE A P\l PRI R R 2 R A dl . JB BRI 4~6
%, 6~8 %, 8~10 & =AU B LE K EEHE BN SE 2] R IR, Rt 4~6 &, 6~8 H 1 8~10 ¥ =
BB LE I BEHE NN 8~10 % ) LE HI 22 R PR 6~8 % F1 8~10 % JLE 2% 3] S i, LA K 4~6 %5
6~8 % Al 8~10 % =M BJLE M2 3] i AT 8~10 % )LE 22 RBLZ (B2 15 B TN . o, N
JEIE R EHE RN R =F 0 R, 154 8~10 & WJLEMEAEER AN R, HHHA
N PID 1EJynE—E A 3EAT VL IC, #ORAH FERT GO IR — 4k ) LEE . AR (R SR A W4 HRAE RS AT 23 2L i) 2
WBMERAT IR, AR BIRFE IR 1102 M.

22. TEIEFHESNE

221 #RBETE: FilRY
AR T G AEAR T ) B FAE K E B AR 2RI P A e, B R e AR A&, I
BT CFPS B4 Fe () ] 2 H , 42\ R I 7 ) L 3 I BUAS R ST R B0 1 53k

222 RBRTE: REHBERA

KA RN R EEIER T “KENAEIE” . “XZFHBE IR0« RN
B BRI LU CBE ST AL,
223 FNEERFEHTE

AWFFTIEH] CFPS M “MaimyE @ A « “—BIF R bAse 7 “Msra” o B
YRR DA e A T

2.3. BEAE

AW AL STATA MP17.0 #H 78315 WE, 15 SPSS 26 dH THiR . M. BRI E T ZE0HT-
PSTREAS T A58 LA K ZeME [ 9704, f# ] SPSS PROCESS v3.5 #1158 04, FI ] Boostrap #4i
5000 A T8 RS oA RN AT 56

3. ZR55H
3.1 HARMMEXMG T OER

T LA RSO EIAT T IR ST (NLAE 1) Hoh 4~6 & JLE R K EBE %
N353 (M = 3780.84, SD = 4115.063), 6~8 % JLHE MK EEHH $H AN155r(M = 4362.05, SD = 6463.82), 8~10
%)L E K EZE NS/ (M = 4295.03, SD = 7982.176). fEAN[EAEAG FIZE R, FIHEAKE T Z 51
KT, A RRENFKERE B—NEA R T EAAERREZRF = 2.37, p = 0.065). #—HHEHK
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(LSD)JR R B, 4~6 % )LEMFIEHRE NG /NT 6~8 B LEMFEH B RNED, (H6~8 % JLEMEK
JEHEBRNG D 8~10 & )LEMFEHERAEG S AIEREZER . (EFERTHNES, FIHRERES
TR IR T E, SR BN FIEHE BNIEAR FFE R RAFE 2% 2 5 (F = 3.297, p = 0.003). #—PF
JEE(LSD)E R, 4 8 )LEMNFKEHERANGRS/NT 6 8 )LENKEHERANSGSY, 5% LENKLE
HEBRANED/NT 6 BILBENFEABE NSRS, H48)LEMS P LB PRI E BRNE D Z LR
Ex. WA, 6 ZILEMFEAERANG M REGT 8 8 ) LENKEHE AR 10 & )LE MK E
HEHR/NG D, BHT7%. 8%, 9%, 10 %) LENFEAERNEG S Z AR EER. 8~10 % )LE
Pl KA (M =3.068, SD =0.851). fEMEAIZES [, @M FEAR TR, 4R8N 8~10 % )LEN
SNV RIUIE ) A7 2 25 7 (t=3.945, p< 0.001), JEITHME BRI, &AM RN EES T HE
2RI RS b, PR R T Z AR TS, 4R EIR 8~10 & L 1)L R AT /015
W FAEEZE S (F = 10,518, p< 0.001), FH )5 tbii(LSD) R, 8 ¥ JLEMII RIS EE KT 10 %)L
BRI, 9 % LE RS R/ BE KT 10 5 ) LE RG5>, H 8 5 9 % JLEK)
N RIS 2 AIAfEAERE E R 4~6 & )LEM ) i i35 (M = 14.368, SD = 2.677), 6~8 % JLE
52 2] 4353 (M = 14.265, SD = 2.876), 8~10 % )L 1%~ ) i Jifif3 53 (M = 14.3, SD = 2.863). {LiF#E %= 7
b, RIFSRE R T Z SN R 7, AR 2 A5 20 R T /TG, 55K, AFEFEEH )L
FAEFN T B RS S, Wi WS = AN B LE S 3] S 4y, T LR B 2 R R 4 3
AT BAKPs TEMERZESR B, ERMSIREAR T AR, 45 RN FAE RSB B 2 o L RAE M B AR
% % 5 (t=5.651,p<0.001), HEITHME AR, LARS )RR E =T B AR ) Wil ) LE M
Wl RS NG R BTG, X 4~6 . 6~8 B 8~10 B LEMFEB B RN ] A
8~10 % )LE ()R ILHAT WA S B (% 1) BRI, 4~6 B )LEMREAFTHANLE 8~10 ¥ JLHE
PR IL(r=0.1, p < 0.01). 6~8 & JLEMFEHH AL 8~10 & JLEMFEI(r=0.11, p < 0.001).
8~10 % JLEMFEHBFHNYE 8~10 % )L E K2 EH(r = 0.158, p < 0.001) M FEAE B # IEAH . 4~6 %)L,
I FEHAE RN 6~8 £ JLE ()23 fh i (r =—0.074, p < 0.05). 8~10 % JLE 2% 3] i i (r = —0.078, p <
0.00)FAEBE AR, 6~8 X LEMFIEA BN 6~8 & L1 > 5 Jifi(r=-0.081, p<0.01). 8~10
2 JLEE 2T (r = —0.129, p < 0.001)¥477E &3 FAHE, 8~10 ¥ ) LEMFKEHE AL 8~10 & L&
23] S (r = —0.93, p < 0.0L)fF/E B E A, 4~6 ¥ LERIAIMRS 8~10 & LE M RDI(r =
0.08, p <0.01). 6~8 & JLE 1% 2] i 5 8~10 & JLE 1R I (r = 0.119, p < 0.001). 8~10 % JLE )%
I 8~10 % JLE RIS R BL(r = 0.194, p < 0.001)I771E & 3 IF A%

Table 1. Description and partial correlation analysis of family educational commitment, academic performance and children’s
approach to learning (n = 1102)
=1L REHERAN. FWRNS)LEF S MRNHEER R mEX 2 (0 = 1102)

AR AL R M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1) KEHE
3780.84 4115.063 —
A(4~6 %)

FK 2 REHER
e A(6~8 %)
3) KEHER
A(8~10 %)
3] 4) SRR

i o (4~6 %)

4362.05 6463.82 0.467™ —

4295.03 7982.176 0.352""  0.463"" —

14.368 2.677 —0.045 —0.041 —0.018 —
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5) >R

14.265 2.876 -0.074" -0.081"  -0.03 0.299" —
(6~8 %)

6) >R

(8~10 %)

7) FbEIM 3.068 0.851 0.100*  0.11™  0.158™  0.08"  0.119™ 0.194™ —
¥E: 1) ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, "p<0.05; 2) FHAHKRECNIEMH)LEM: D LK) LI EHE 5 R IRAH O R

143 2863  -0.078™ -0.129"" -0.93" 0.257"" 0.388"" —

3.2. EASHER

AW TR L BT3B 4~6 &, 6~8 &1 8~10 % =M BULHE NI K EEH B NS 8~10 %
JLE 2RI 6~8 & Fll 8~10 % JLE M-I fh i & 4~6 % . 6~8 % Fl 8~10 % =AM Bt JLE %% 3] i
JXT 8~10 % JLE R R I 8] & 75 BA TN, RN, KRR SEESGIN e B3 5 FE 48T

3.2.1. REFEBAFFRILRIE T

IS N KEHE NG PN RIEA T LRI, 4~6 % 6~8 %1 8~10 & JLE N K EHH %
A5 8~10 & JLE KIS RIAFERZE M IEARDS, Nt — DI R REBE BN LRI A £ K,
WFFE LA 8~10 & JLE AR BN . 2510 4~6 . 6~8 H I 8~10 & JLHE MR EH B A NEZE
TR MIERIE TSN, SRBILE 2), 4~6 &, 6~8 Hf1 8~10 ¥ JLE I K FEHE HANIIGEIE ) &
F P 8~10 % JLFE R IL(B = 0.102, p < 0.01; # = 0.137, p < 0.001; 5 = 0.161, p < 0.001), Tl Ky
(1%, 1.9%, 2.6%), il]4~6 5. 6~8 %1 8~10 & JLHE M FIEAF RN 8~10 & JLHE I 5 R IEA i
Mz, HEBEHEBRNEE, ETr5L R .

N IR 4~6 5. 6~8 S 8~10 & JLEMFEAE NS 8~10 & )LE M Z LRI 2L 2
HHTEPER I B ESR, D E LRV (LK 2), SRR, SRS R R TR 2l 2k
(B =-0.135,p <0.001), THMl#Fg 1.8%, ViEHFREER/N, S RIEE. 4N ERZER, 45RER,
5 7 ) S 3 T 2 R (B = —2.279, p < 0.05), THNZE N 0.5%, BLEHZ AR M2l R I EL I3 A i 5l 3R
P

Table 2. Regression analysis of family educational commitment and academic performance (n = 1102)

2. REHERAMFWRIBIEYISIH7(n=1102)

TN A% B F Ry
FREMERN(@E~6 %) 0.102* 11.504 0.01
FREMERN(6~8 %) 0.137™ 21.008 0.019
FREEFHN(8~10 %) 0.161" 29.231 0.026

E#(8~10 &) -0.135"" 20.41 0.018
PE5I —0.069" 5.192 0.005

F: ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05,

3.2.2. REHFERATZ I RBROEW I
TR FEELE BN S A AT LR B, 4~6 D F1 6~8 B LEMFEL B /AL 6~8
& LEI ) RARE R B RAEE, 4~6 &, 6~8 &, 8~10 & LEMFEHEHANE 8~10 & ) (1)
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> RAAAE B W ARG, S BN R EEBUE AR ) R s A 20K, s alel 6~8 %
8~10 & JLHE M TN R, DL 4~6 5. 6~8 X Fl 8~10 % JLE MK EHE AN H A BT 4MH
AT RE T, S REH(WE 3. £ 4), 4~6 B 6~8 B JLH M FIEHE AN 6~8 B L )24 ) HR
EA 535 i A7 R4 (8 = —0.07, p < 0.05; = —0.08, p < 0.01), R4 ] 5 Jii i % % (0.5%, 0.6%), 4~6
%, 6~8 H M1 8~10 ¥ JLEMZ LA E BT 8~10 B JLE (2% 3] i B A 153 1 6 ) T 1 FH (B = —0.75,
p <0.05; #=-0.119, p < 0.001; = —0.094, p < 0.01), X% >] F 5 T3 75(0.6%, 1.4%, 0.9%), VM, 4~6
L 6~8 % LEMIFIEA BN 6~8 5 )L 15 2] 5 it B A TN LA S 4~6 % 6~8 % 1 8~10 %/ )L,
HFRKBEAE RN 8~10 & )LE (2% 2] i iU =LA TR, H K28 E BN, B2 2] i i 5 7E
TR

N T B RRIR K FERE BT 5T s R R R SRR B E SR, bl e [
TR (A 3 4 4), SR ER, MR fa BT 6~8 %, 8~10 % JLE 2= 2] i (8 = —0.96, p <
0.01; #=-0.115, p<0.01), FAMZES>HN 0.9%. 1.3%, Uil &AM 2] m e BRI SR EE.
Al FERE X S 2] TR T R S .

Table 3. Regression analysis of family investment in education and approach to learning 18 (n = 1102)

3. REHEFHRAFE I MR 18 BB Hi(n = 1102)

TRMIAS B F R
FREHERN(E~6 %) -0.07" 5.427 0.005
FIEHEBN(6~8 %) -0.08™ 7.15 0.006

HEHE (4~6) 0.012 0.16 0.000

E#: (6~8) 0.017 0.323 0.000

PESI -0.96™ 10.21 0.009

F: ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05,

Table 4. Regression analysis of family investment in education and approach to learning 20 (n = 1102)

4. REHF/AME S MR 20 MEYI54#7(n = 1102)

T A & B F R
FREHERN(E~6 ) -0.75" 6.236 0.006
FEHEN(6~8 2) -0.119" 15.782 0.014
FREHEN(8~10 %) -0.094™ 9.824 0.009

TF % (4~6) -0.023 0.583 0.001

% (6~8) -0.019 0.381 0.000

£E1#3(8~10) -0.019 0.408 0.000
) -0.115" 14.739 0.013

##: ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, "p<0.05,

323, ¥ IREHNFARTIORNH

SERERS 5] UL I AT T LRI, 4~6 % . 6-8 %, 8-10 % LA (9% T #hIR 55 8-10
5 LT 5L FEBLAF A2 T S P, O3t 105 ) B SV DU K, 9L 8-10 %)L
HA LRI B AMRIDL4~6 % . 68 %A1 8-10 % LA ST 135 R (7 L P Uy
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B, ZERERWI(HAE 5), 4~6 %, 6~8 LI 8~10 & JLHL[K)%: 2] TS 8~10 % )L (2L R BLEA 1235 1)
1E A TR F (8 = 0.087, p < 0.01; £=0.121, p< 0.001; = 0.2, p < 0.001), X 2% >] ik Jii Tl 2 1% (0.8%, 1.5%,
4%), B 4~6 &, 6~8 &, 8~10 & JLE M 2] i i 5 8~10 & JLE I 5 R ILEA RS,  H.24 > dh
R, TR R I

Table 5. Regression analysis of approach to learning and academic performance (n = 1102)

£5. FIMBESFWRMAEYT S (n = 1102)

oA & B F R
5] R (4~6 %) 0.087* 8.466 0.008
53] (6~8 %) 0.121" 16.226 0.015
2% 5] 55 (8~10 %) 0.2 45.799 0.040

FE: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, "p<0.05.

33 REHERANZEIRRSFWRAPDAULE S

N B EIEREBE BN F 2RI =E IR R, AFFUER 8~10 & /N B L
YERWE TR 5, K Hayes %iffil () SPSS () PROCESS MODLE4 (—Ffifaj Lty sh AR, %t 8~10 % )L
HZE ] RAE 8~10 % JLE IR BEHE AR R I 2 (8 Frie i A AR FEATAR 5. B 70 45 SRR
(W7 6), 8~10 % JLERIFKIEH B HRNKT 8~10 & JLH 12 2] b i (H2) B A 53 1m0 (B = —0.00003, p
<0.01), BIKEELZEHNER, JLES ]S ETE TR, 8~10 % JLE A5 2] fJfixt 8~10 & )LE#E 4R
PU(H3) B A &3 IE M 5400 (8 = 0.0620, p < 0.001), RI%:>] Sy, P RIUEGF. thah, 37 2R MR
B, %P4 R8¢ bootstrap 95% CI [-0.000004, —0.0000008] AN & 0, [k, 8~10 % L A2 > s AE
8~10 % JLE MR BEHE AN R I MAFLE R RAER . AR LEES MR ERA R
75 (B =-0.651, p<0.001), M%) GRE T HERF ] FR LRI AR BE (s =
-0.138, p < 0.001), 4FEgik/IN, LB RIGERLE; AFEPEMNRLEA SR EFREEZRB =
—0.118, p < 0.05), Zefxzal R E T BEZIIF LRI

Table 6. Mediation modeling test for approach to learning (n = 1102)
6. FIMRINP M ERILIE(n = 1102)

2l 5 T Az g B R-sq F
=R ESi) FEEHEN(8~10 %) 0.00002™* 0.048 18.295
] fh I (8~10 %) FREHHE N (8~10 %) —0.00003™ 0.022 8.317
LI FREHEHN(8~10 %) 0.00002"* 0.09 27.22
)R 0.0620"
222 (8~10 %) 5 -0.651""
Eal& 3 R -0.138""
2ol R P51 -0.118"

FE: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05.

BB SE, HRRN SN T, WA RN . I, Bk 7 a5 R TR 7).

RV
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225 3] O A AR BN, 95% B S X I AL S 0, Hrh /A3 5 BN 2 1A 55, Tt B FEAE
N, FRAREON A EEA 10.96% (WL 1),

Table 7. Decomposition table for total, direct and mediated effects (n = 1102)
7. BHE. EREYEEPNYESEERN = 1102)

Effect se LLCI ULCI WEME BORE 5 B
LA —0.000002 0.0000007 —0.000004 —0.0000008 B3 10.96%
B 0.000019 0.000002 0.00001 0.00002 e
SRR 0.000017 2.586 1.212 2.226 B

F: ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05,

53] B
A
-0.00003"" 7 . 0.0620"
/ \
/ Y
REBABA | T
0.00002""*

Figure 1. The impact of family educational inputs and academic per-
formance: the mediating role of approach to learning
1. REHERARFWRAMEMW: FIRROPNER

4, g
4.1 REHBEAN. FIAMRXFLRIAF M

AW FLEE R T s 1 ffiRis 2, 4~6 %, 6~8 % Fll 8~10 ¥ JLE MK IEHEHAXS 8~10 & JLE K]
Ol RILEA TN 8~10 & )LEMFEAE RN IER D ETN 8~10 ¥ JLEFIF IR, ERHHE
BT F KB, S5 AR NI K EZE RN LE 2R IR I EENE ., 2 s R
HEWIZ ORGSR E R 8, KEBERAR )RR AR IEAG KA, HaeEE L
FI R FKERFIICWUE, FEX LR R RBENEZ A, LEMBEESE. KRR
K Jo A o= R RS [11]. 4~6 . 6~8 %1 8~10 % JL 124 =1 S Bk 8~10 % )13 14\ K B L AT
TR ; 8~10 % JLEE HI2F 3] i 5 IE [ S 25 T 8~10 %0 JLEE 2R B, #F A HF 7B 1 AV % 4. 5
CAEMASRE R 8 RIS ) LE, HAl RIELE, H)LE AR > 55 RS IE m) &
FETMH AR FANRIARI . NCAHFTTH, vLVEEEA RIFF T RIRRLE, HRKZ R A
L AR, MR LRI, NS 5 2 7 U O —— B S K, R X s
TR I 2 > i o iz R R vl DA AR JL3E () 2 R IR I o REUR I 2 =) B AN R4 v J L 1) 4l
RO, HHEIEEJLERSARNRROIER ).

42. ZIRREREFERASFURAPXZPRATERYN

KRR, 4~6 B 6~8 & JLEKIFKEHH AN 6~8 & )L 12 2] i FUR A T BN 4~6 %
6~8 % Ml 8~10 % LB (X BE X HAXT 8~10 % JLE )27 2] b iU BA TN RN, 75 Sk s 1, 15 8~10
G I)LE MK EHE BN AR ZTN 8~10 L JLEAE M, S0 st 3 M. & BT AKwTA
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