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Abstract

With the frequent occurrence of emergencies, risk information communication presents the
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development characteristics of complexity and uncertainty, so how to carry out effective risk infor-
mation communication has become an effective measure to alleviate social risks in the academic
circle. This study uses the investigation and experimental method of 2 risk information narrative
(narrative/data) and 2 risk communication strategy (denial /reduction) to explore the relationship
between narrative mode and communication strategy on risk information communication in risk
information communication. The research results show that 1) narrative risk information narrative
mode can improve the effectiveness of risk communication more than data type; 2) uses reduced
risk communication strategy than denial type; 3) risk information narrative mode and risk commu-
nication strategy interact on the effectiveness of risk communication. This study combined with the
virtual risk scenario to provide an empirical basis for the effectiveness of risk information commu-
nication in emergencies.
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1. 5|

21 {20, JEX. . COVID-19 SEF5 MR HFMIUAR, TN E T REAE 2 HH S, 08
A ROREAT R RE L O A O E B R RS —[1]. RIRAF M RA R FE. et &
JEERIATTFRME2], X NRAE S IIT AR BRI, IR T ™ S B . 1 RS ﬁﬁm?%
RAEAE PN SE B AR, HAE B IR BOR (s A R I e, AR T ﬂﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
SEHAF A A R I o5 9 7 A REIREIN TR], XU 2 A 8 10 1o P o 15 5% A A I A B v e L %F
ﬁ%%%ﬁmoﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁW%Mﬁﬁﬁmﬁ,WMTﬁﬁ%E@%ﬁmﬁ\A%Tﬁﬁﬁﬁwo
PRIE, FEBTBATRET N, MERR IR N R AR U 10 XSl S RS UM B, B IR BUF N 2V
b RS AE SV E A EAPE R SE R, A Refe R 2 BT AT “BURE RIS [5], I R GR TR LE AN
HIRCR 22 53 S LT Ja LT, FRATTRE 6 38 RO TR 75 JF RIL8E P 8 AN 1 SR, MATTD 5 KB P i P e
PR A SR

fatt, FERESEHUERREEIA T6], LAURRKE Sl A R ot o g, RATH BRIk, 5%
AN TR RS A5 2 AR 75 2 R RIS 74 3 SRS i DU £ S VA S AT 8P RO R, (RN B e KU 15 2 B 7 2R X
5 70 30 S 5 A IR A5 S VAT AT R IR A ELAONE - BT AR IBURE B SV BRAR R R S T N S B e
RUERSH .

2. XEEm SR/
2.1. HBAL:IIL.\/’EJJE

K15 B V838 (Risk Information Communication) BITE /M BRI LI 2 8] XSS B IE 1R 558
T, TE B LR R B 7 R A P IR, I o B2 T P ISR 2848 [ 7] o R 388 v ) SRR, — 77 T 2 B S R B
AR IR, [R] IR 20 A AU AT Ll SEAREN 17 XU A5 BV I A Hh A RS B ) B8 22 4%R[8]

AR, NAEHFEE Y RS2 SR X R @I 2. O SCEROES] T KA I8
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R N R[9]-[11] SR FH[12] [13]. MRl &K [14] [15]. BCREM[16] [17155 2 ANYERE . BEEHA T
1 KUK Y I 9T AN T A F IS B G WAL 3R R 16 (SCCT) [6]4% 51 N P4 DA 78 5224 R A A8 A7 UK {3 B v i
R ERSE BB IR R . WBRIR R R ZTORE, BhHZE[18]. EFRK[19]/r 4/ T SCCT Mk £
W2 MWBEFR TR E, B3[20]. FESHE21]. MREB2215 R A et 5 ik, S8 REEHET S
T, [EV B AR A T U A SRk R R I S bR A T SCCT BRR 1A A% 50 5 1 % 07 1+

g L RTIR, AXTE AN SR, B P TR AT SRR T R AE A 8 B A A R AR R
YA R . Hk, BB SCERRE R BRSO, 2 SR Ak, WA S0k AR SR e S D,
BRI, S E A DUXESAS B8 2B R 5, AR A& Seaeyk, WA HEARE 5T,
A [] PR A JEL AR 77 2 B RIS V) S el XU £ 5 VA 30 A 2 PR S

22. REEFARFAERRESABAYE

S5 B ARGA 7 2B & R4 “ANEEA (Narrative)” F1 %4 7 (Statistic) ” Bifh, SRR “Hgiid(Tell
aStory)” F “{5 AL (Information-only)” o Bl X KA EVAE A SERF RN, B0R 7 X5 R 2
VR IEA RO 8 RIBHTSZ B 22 I RE . Kuenzler A RGA 75 s B 78 AT LA 3k KU A5 S0 18 A 2k
WFFCHIRN[23] AT NA R R AR 77 AT DL S0 A AN AT A8 A7 9 &3 1T s i AU 15 274
A RNE. A2 H AT AR TR XEAE AR 77 LA ROF A T gt —F . Tao &A@t —
TG T AU RN R AU J7 2R B SE 58 Rk L5 Hi AR 77 A b, AU AR RAR 7 AT L2 AT
(45 S5 [0l 38E, 7E KU A% 4% b o 45 2 [24]. Wojcieszak tHiA AR AL AUR 77 R 5 BE AR 7 AR EL,
RELE AT SE I B A RUR 5 1WA, AT SRS S5 52 PRI BRN 25 B U8 [25] - (H R A 8 Ko, 531
RRUR T ARG, HE B RUA 7 R R 1, £ AN K F A 2 J)[26]. ST IA T4 RAT
FETP JE, ASCKE— A b [ 8 5T 70 KRS B AR T7 200 RS E Sa A AR, SR
1R :

H1: 5% 8RS BAUR 7 A b, AU XSS B AU TE e fe IS5 Ba 8 A 2tk
2.3. MpaEReg S XEE S aBEa8E

AT ST HRE H ) JRUR A S V)3 SR8 A2 % Coombs (1996) 472 HY i) /& ML 1 S 5 i (Crisis Response Strategies)
R E Lk [6]. fEALIE N SEmS, 7] 2 N7 iA%Y (attack the accuser, denial, and scapegoat). 7%/ %! (excuse and
justification) Al 55 7 %4 (ingratiation, concern, compensation, regret, and apology) =25, B ARE WX — Mg ET
FVG 75 5 AT FE HP A I 2 i F IRV B SR [27], REREAT 24l B fE bl o (R BIAE AT AN/ 2 2 32 LA oW
M Hehn Fuoli S5l H7EAE X FR 12 IR I i) A FIEAE 7 T, 5 A LEIE#CE A &%, RO A SR 00
A IEdE[28]. HEAFLEEILT, EWAT RE AR R T EEE[29]. [, X EBUGKE, HREEG
SO R A 5, AR /D2l R TE FOX Bl o7 205 2 AcdkAT KBS S 38 [30], {8 FH A A 204 V) 3 S s A e 2> 7Y
V30 S SR SR R A 2 v R BURT B WL ) R A BaiE Ty 2. BRI, AR SR B D\ Y S R k2> Y
TR 1R ol s ALY 38 SR WS R 90 LG IESURF A 25 () R, i R AR

H2: 575 ABREGAS BB SRS AR LG, ek 0 XU {5 JEL VA 188 SR WS B R T XU A5 B A E A Rt .

A SRR, SRAAIERE RN & A P RS BT V) 18 SR A R O XA B VA A RUPE[31]
Christensen 38 i o $8 BBURT 788 et 12 175 JH 18] PR XU A S A I8 AT I 2 A ik B B . I 1) XU A5 BNV
T A CAR] A AL B BE A EIAE S, MR T BUR S A 2R[32]. Ma JU A XU {5 574 18 S 5 XU
5 BVAEA M E RIS AHOC, A ST AT RS B A A R fem 5K, R AT DU A BAE A,
A X6 KBS BV A ROPE = AR R MR [33] o BT LA KU A5 JE. VA0 388 5 e ] 5 L Ath 52 el [R] 36 45 6 28 SO U A
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SR R AR, AT XU A5 S VA AT AN 5 X (5 RV SR AT O, A XS5
BAGRTT XK T BRI, AL A P A 38 SRS R T A AS R AU 77 Az o, RIUAEA
[ AR AT ISR T 20T AN R RS ) 368 SRS X DA {75 S VAT A R PR RS2, 8 HE R ARG

H3:  RURHE B BUR T 345 IR T4 388 SRS e XS 15 2.4 38 A8 5k R 2 A AE 22 LA 5

H3a: 7EATSH R XS AUA 77 20T A5 8/ 2R IS 74 388 SRS F) XU 15 S A 38 A A5 L A P 5 DA R XL
)3 SRS 1 RIS 15 2 S A 8 S AR AN 5

H3b: 5 EH U U AR T 2R, o FH 75 DA 2R IR 720 368 68 % £ IR £ S 90 308 A 280 12 L Aol 2 7R X
5/ 3 SRS 110 DRI 5 S VA 3 A 28 BE AR AN

H3c: 7 /b R XS v 3t SR T, Ao P A 2R RS At U ) XUz A5 S 70 e A A0 B A P S 2R R
AR5 2 RS A5 2 A R SRR

H3d: 7575 A2 U A0 SRS T, o P A 2R XU Ao 77 2K IR £ B 90 8 A 2812 Aok i 7R X
Sz AU 77 3 U A5 J2 74 T A R BE AR AR

3. fAREIT
3.1 SEEgIT

BEXE ESCHwE e, R 2 RS AR 5 AR AL ) x 2 DU 7 38 SR (5 A 2R /b A ) g 2
RIS, W TEAE AN R S B RS R 5 2T, AS (] AR DS 7 68 S T XU A5 JE 740 38 A R s - AR
S8 SCCT HEZL, FENL)Z A B i i 4 T HIAP RN 1 A0 dl: ok, 2T XS BRUAHE
28, X3 U AR RS U T 35 M B XU T AR s Lk, AREE SCCT XU ) 38 S s A
2, I NTRINRLRE A R, R R R A S VA R R AE SRR T ANl SR N B AR R, X R
xRN CRCER x T R x IR B x B 4 RSN 1A
T 4. V7 & BRENL > B A 18R, PSR (] )

Table 1. Experimental materials

F+ 1 MR

HEE TAE & A RHA

T ZEE, R EROANEHAM, ZEFe. KR, TSI TS, REBEEEIEH
R RUZMRES R, JREMRS R e R SRR, RIS R A AN S BUE R S
#77 — L8 =7 AU X TR 25 AR T W T ORI A PR 7] [P A SG,  iZ b i

P R M ER I AR FR(23.8 mg/100g)itH H E R ML brifk (<15 mg/100g), HE ARG .

WORFAE £ i 22 4 ¥ F R I S EURT 5 2 R R _E AN AE Tl B, 3 T RANELAR S S . 1
BN RERREEPPER B ] THEER, S TRA R TRRANEE, ™ RE A KR

R RN
I S £ R B AR RS R SO A ARG, BURF R R B AT 0 45 5. (B i 4
BRI EREUR A TG, RS, AR AN, IR A 2 R A
i,

LRSI nasa W v Ko e R 1z L TR S R S o 1 2 S S O i1 O i 9 o DN )
Y KA ZANREFNE R, X8 IEX o 5 80 KR T IR A B8 Y e Y K
£ A R AT B IR . SRIRAPRIIE )y 6 A BB 1 4N, RMUEIE . MR ARG B
52 AONBER x TN, 2 4UE R BURBURG AL RS R a1 XU 15 S AR 5 A5k
I I 7 TR X A5 S VA T SRS () A AREAT UG VA I o 5 3 AR x g DI, iz AR AT
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BB BUR A RO A KA A R 5 B R 5 A5k, I3 I s A XS 15 S5 70 30 SRS () 28 ARagEAT U
THIE. 5 4 BB x TN, 2 2H e R B T sURUR BUR A RO A R A S I S A5 2R S
ik, FF I A5 AR KRS 15 S5 7403 SRS [R] 2 AR AT IRV iE - 28 5 AN B Y x b AL, 4l i 5L
7 RABURBURGAE TR A R AR AR AR B R S A0k, I e v/ 7R IR S5 7 30 SR ) 2 A
T ARAIE . HAARRELZ I 1.

R, OO OR G BRI R, XS RAT TR R . 2SI AR A B 52 58 SR AR
Ja, R PHERAM BB REH : “EREFRREY WBUNRT Y KZEN R L 2R FIF
USRI 77 Ao A [ AR T IT? 7 “RRBFER Y WBUFRT Y R R %
G GRER A I DA V) 368 SR 3t [ 75 DA ZRA Y/ [/ PR ) DX 7 JEE SRS e 0T 277 A LI R IR R, A
Ak “RE” BARSA AN

3.2. BEAYIEIREL

2% Faul 5 NIOMGE[34], BFTCE T G*Power 3.1 BMH6f SEB6 it T R A B HEAT TOUA o 150 AU B f
AR 0.25, K DRL power AMIKT 0.95, FLUAGLG & KT @ v 0.05, HRAG AT XA R A
WIRT Z M A AR T 210 AW Y T RS F 5 K 8, 3t R % 600 1]
o BB DR W E TR AR S L S R A G, USIBRTIERE SRR, &
JAIRAS T A RLE A 572 4y, A RE 8 MR O 95.33%.  HARS SER /N AP N BULE 2.

Table 2. Subjects in the experimental group

2. LEMARIR AR

P S0 43 4H Bk AL
1 i 4H 69
2 AR x [IAAY 73
3 AR x bR 88
4 A x HiAAY 69
5 A x /bR 67

33 ZEME

331 EATE

HREDE(2023) 48 H, A R0 RS S VA B ML o] DLAARII A XU 5 g i« XU B R 1 1 B XU R B
SECERARFIE, JRRETE S BN BUR RN S8R AT I AMEVRR,  BA RO AT XS SV [35]. % Tk,
AT 5 DR A e R4 S VA 8 A R I XU IR SR A XU R R A 7 R XU U 3 i 5 = A4 B SR AR
IR 7 st 4y, “1” AESAHE)R “77 ARFIHE)RERT R, 308K RS S0
A RO

332. HEE

W EAE AN 2 KSR T7 BCEERBHERY) x 2 KU VA0 S0 (AT R D R i B s b ik, 4R
TR JEL VA 3 A AR Ty 2R VA) 3 SR s o XU A5 SR A B A R 2 [A] ) 9% &R - R4 Coombs (1996) 1/ 5t /&
WLYE B FE S (SCCT) R BURF LN 28 A& S 2F F XS A5 JE.740 388 SRS 40 A 75 WA TR A 2 78 79 o SR W [6] o

333 FHIZE
EFHIAR R, ABFFIERE 7 N C 2B d A, WM. . SAUFEE. FEIRAKTE.
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BUATHH . TARE. 4. ZEEMHHIILE 3,

Table 3. Research variables

3 WRTRLAR
2 dep Pt
R X 1 K 5
e ‘
R ) R
PRI
A B R s B
NI
‘ A N
K B S o
R BT B P
e S AU T 34 S PR
" R V8 R T T
PSR MR RS, BHERE. FUOUKT. BUATIS. TIERA. P /

34. EHERE

AW FAEAT X 73 8E R A RE AR I 2 A, X IHET KMO #856, B3 KMO $84y 0.842 (p <
0.01), FULFBEIESMEFobr. LiduEt:FET7 o4, H3& MR CRAEM AVE H, W& 40
UL, CRI¥JKTF 0.7, AVE #°KT 0.6, H AVE “F K T HETEAT 551 03848 & 1 AH O¢ R B 48565 (A (L
% 5), REBUEAX B EE L. A ER LS TR AR IR 45 RIS R S IS IR AR I 2k, R
Ap e B A B (R X 43 30

Table 4. Cronbach’s &, combined reliability, convergent validity and fit index
F< 4. Cronbach’s o HEEE . WEIHE R EHEH

AR A R Cronbach’s a CR AVE BRI A3 bR
K5 BVAEA 2ok 0.703 0.818 0.778
UG BV A B XU B 2 0.794 0.778 0.724
22df =2.138
PG BV A R s XU I R 0.837 0.812 0.732 SRMR =0.048
N RMSEA = 0.053
G BV A B KBS HL kR 5 0.713 0.705 0.654 CFl = 0.968
TLI =0.946
RUEAUA T5 = 0.768 0.788 0.695
RS 76 188 TR e 0.829 0.794 0.745

Table 5. Differentiation validity test
5 XOMERE

M SD NN SSAPR SRy KU AA 77 = TR 720 368 SR
R Sva A sk 592  1.023 0.724
RS RO T7 5 528  1.127 0.649 0.757
PRI 368 5 ek 5.67 0.912 0.386 0.486 0.754
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4, SCHERASR
4.1. HAFEEKRIE

B RS A SN HATRENL S, (B ZXFEARMPER . R ZAERE. KT TAER
R RTULRZS . BURTSE . 7 4E . XG5 S IA A Rk S 4R FE AT BEAP B AR 56, ADRIE S8 = BENLRCR,
G LAt AR R SEIG A RO . SRR, PR . RBEREL . WK TR AR
BOATHH . 7 FESE N GEiE A28 DLK AR A5 S A8 A R e w748 B 28 AL IR 22 0, i TR LAL S48
2T RAE, AEACT TR S0 (ML 2% 6).

Table 6. Sample balance test

6. HAFEMRE

ss b i pil IR 1 SR 2 SLIGA 3 IR 4
gg N =69 N=73 N =88 N =69 N =67 R

e
Ttk 30 37 30 32 35
otk 39 36 58 37 32 p=027

R
Agel 53 49 73 49 25
Age2 16 17 14 16 23 p=0.37
Age3 0 7 1 4 19

ZHERE

Edul 0 5 0
Edu2 0 4 2 4 4
Edu3 4 19 6 18 11 p=0.77
Edu4 64 40 73 36 34
Edus 1 5 13 7 16

N
Incl 55 43 48 35 14
Inc2 8 11 15 7 9
Inc3 4 9 15 2 20

p=0.92
Inc4 1 5 6 1 10
Inc5 0 0 3 16 4
Incé 1 5 1 8 10
TAERSE
Jobl 0 2 6 5 6
Job2 2 14 16 13 28
Job3 65 41 55 40 19
Job4 1 5 6 0 5 p=0.76
Job5 1 9 5 10 5
Job6 0 2 0 1 4
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BUA TSR

Poll 1 8 17 11 12
Pol2 52 26 55 24 16

p=072
Pol3 0 2 0 0 0
Pol4 16 37 14 34 39

Iak:

I 46 39 48 33 49

p=0.48
ZF 23 34 40 36 18

K8 A

AT 5.37 + 1.444 5.45 + 1.268 5.48 +1.025 5.34 +1.168 5.47 +1.278 p =0.28
Jai 5.42 +1.551 6.12 +1.412 6.38 +1.135 5.99 +1.123 6.15+1.135 p =0.14

T M= BfH; SD= pvlEZE; BHI4L = B TR SRR 2= RUEHER x FAEL,; 2304l 3= AEEA x /b,

SEIGAH 4 = FARA x HAAY; S0 5= HRAY x B Agel =18-28 X Age2 =19-38 %5 Age3 = 39-45 ¥
Edul = /MEFKLIT; Edu2 = #79; Edud= @m/d%; Edud= KB K% Edus= Wt E; Incl=1 7 K&LL
s Inc2=17~3 Ji; Inc3=3J5~10 Ji; Inc4d =10 J5~15 Ji; Inc5 =15 Ji~25 Ji; Inc6 =25 J3 %A k5 Jobl = HiX
FkHL AL ; Job2 = Ak i 15 Job3 = 224:; Jobd = #SHfA. AMA; Jobs = Hith; Job6 = Zik; Poll = it
W Pol2= HFHIA; Pold= RIEWIE: Pold= Bk,

AP (5 S VA8 A R 9 R AR B, KU R T 5 O X 74 388 SR g A8 b AT Flad Mt v o0 i (L
6)o S5 RN, FERUHR KRS ARG T 2, SRR/ TR R 74 368 S A X6 15 S, 740 8 A7 k(M = 6.58,
SD = 1.135)f&T iR AW . HAVE AT XU A5 SR T 3R U 74 38 SR 2o E4 T XU 15 /2 A T A 2L
.

4.2. JEIHFER T I

i FARSEAE A A (WA 7)SRAIE T KSR T 30 AR5 S VA T8 A Rk A2 A B A XU R T
A, BB XRGAE B VA8 A R e T i B R A5 SV R (p < 0.05), [Alk, AR AR 75
SR RS SV I8 A R A R R, RS HL 15 250 E .

A AR RE AR RIS (LA 7) T 5 IR Vi 368 W K XU A5 S VA T A R AR il i B = A DR VA e 5
W, R R XS R VA A R e T A KU A5 SV R (p < 0.05), [Hltk, AFEEHLIA Xt
RS A5 B A A R = AR 2 e, R H2 15 256 E .

Table 7. Independent samples’ t-test (Compared to the control group)

7. TR ¢ 1050 (FHRHILEELL)

Zhy
2H 5 t Cohen’sd
M SD 95% CI
SEIGAH 1 0.628 0.175 [0.064, 0.628] 0.103™ 0.021
SEIGAH 2 0.852 0.196 [0.109, 0.966] 1.424™ 0.247
SEIGAH 3 0.604 0.211 [0.044, 0.879] 2.189™ 0.441
SEIGAH 4 0.631 0.190 [0.444, 1.308] 2.360™ 0.271

FE: ™p<001, “p<0.05, p<0.1.

>

(5
3
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4.3. NEARERFEDH

IEPERURIZ T 4507, K56 AR5 B AR 7 20 XU V4 38 5% I 5o X {5 JEVAIE A A8 I 2 N R A8
FLRSL, SRR MT R 8 fin. 4R SN RS BAUR 77 =W E 28N %% (F = 28.236, p < 0.01), &
AR RS B ARGA J5 2 UG5 BV I8 A R r= A i 35 s s IXURG v 388 SR s 1) = R0 3 3 (F = 16.784,
mam»w$ﬁ%m@%ﬁ%%ﬁm@%ﬁﬁhﬁﬂﬁﬁim%%m-ﬂ%%%ﬂtﬁﬁ%ﬂ%mL%
W& PRI A2 AR 535 (F = 9.386, p < 0.01), 15t B XUBS A JE VA AT 41 52 31 XU A5 S AR 77 20 55 XU v 168 5 s
2E Hsgm, Rk i H3a 13 2I561F .

Table 8. The role of risk narrative mode and risk communication strategy on the effectiveness of risk information communi-
cation

7 8. RUBEAUA 75 FUF0 KR 2188 SRR T KU 5 20 a @ B U B E R

Ji FERR Type Il Sum of Squares df ¥ F R?
RS R T7 23.132 1 12.132 28.236™
Niataptilyid 31.147 1 17.147 16.784™
AR T xRS V38 S 11.001 1 5.634 9.386™" o214
W7 91.771 337 0272

F: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, p<0.1,

4.4. B RMRLSTHT

5, WHRAEARE RS EAUR 7 2, SRHUA DA 9% 368 S5 B B35 ol 284 ) e S s 6o PR A% 8 XU A
S LR R . S5 R OLE )R, 4k AU A AR A 7 U, SREaks > A S m 1 XU A S04
Lﬁaﬁzﬁ@%xﬂx%ﬁu\mm SR ) ARG (5 JEL VA I AT R (F = 49.236, p < 0.01), f#% H3a f53|56E. 24
SR B R A g 7 T, SR B/ 28 S s 1) IRV {5 JEL VA 38 A A v T R A DA TR 7 3 S s ) R A
BB E(F = 9.386, p < 0.01), 1% H3b 55 5640F

FOUR, W FEAEAS ] XU v 8 SR, SR EURCER B RS AU 7 2B HoHE 2 KRS B0A 7 200 PR A% 8 X
A*am@ﬁmﬁm&m SRR HNE 10), BURFRIUED BRI ET, A0SR RS ROA 75 A 1) RS

SR A AT BH S T O B RS AU T A ) XU (S S A R (F = 18.271, p < 0.01). % H3c
Lﬁ%ﬂ HBUM RIS N SRS, AN R R A KU A J7 208 72 Hicths 24 XU B0 77 = i KU (5
SE A R B3 22 H)(F = 2.535, p = 0.114 > 0.05). 1% H3d B IE. A< SCRESRA I8 15 10 IC
SR 11,

Table 9. Simple effect test (risk narrative mode)

9. BN (REFETT)

JRALA )7 R IR 1 i ¥y F e
Xt b 23.168 1 23.168 49.236™" 0.000
e ‘
REE 462.481 462 1.203
Xt b 4.126 1 4.126 9.386™" 0.000
B4R ‘
RZE 462.481 462 1.203

#: ™p<0.01, Mp<0.05, p<0.1,
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Table 10. Simple effect test (risk communication strategy)

7= 10. o] EASS R A T (XU B Y0 8 SR )

IR V) 388 SR Rl H A ¥77 F BEM
b 18.524 1 18.524 18.271™ 0.000
Yl ) ‘
R 462.481 462 1.203
* b 2.214 1 2.214 2.535 0.114
AR )
R 462.481 462 1.203
¥: ™p<0.01, ™p<0.05 *p<0.1.
Table 11. Summary table of hypothesis tests
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3 H3 XU A5 S ARUA J5 25 R 74 T SR o XU {5 S5 A 8 A R i S ELAE A Sliibuy

pui

FERUE T RS AR T 2N, A5 P il R X5/ 3 S s £ JRURS: 5 57 A 28 LA P 75 A
TR XS 70 30 S P DU 5 27 A Rk SE AR o

FERCHE Y KRR T 20N 5 A P k2 25 X6 7/ 30 SRS £ IR 5 SV A 20k B A P 75 A
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S IOy v i S LA R S A B

o nae RO T, GO RUR AR B A O
SR B 75 K 5 L A 8 o TR

g TERARSI T, (ARG R A A R

NHE L

RS AR 77 2 FR) XS 175 S0 B A R SR

5. it E5RE
5.1. fiREEiL

X 2 RUATT AR RAAE ) *x 2 Y HEE (TN ) R AL ) SEG SRR T UL A5 AR 7
ORI 720 388 S Mgt Xof IR 5 S VA BB AT R 5 . R T4 R, AN [ AR RS A5 5 Ak Ty 2 S R s 74 3
SRS Xof XS 15 S VA AT RS AN R, I EL XRS5 S A Ty 3 XU V) 68 SR (9 52 LA R 25 . AEANIA]
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FER BB IR T, 2 RRIEUR 38 2 AT A 20 XU 15 JE. 7438 [36] -[38] o
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