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Amplifying or narrowing : The effect of regulatory focus
on the relationship between social class and prosocial

behavior
Ma Xinran', Liao Jiangqun'
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Abstract: Recent studies suggest the puzzling relationship between social class
and prosocial behavior should be understood with boundary conditions. Across
four studies, we draw on regulatory focus to examine how social class affects
prosocial behavior. We found that social class itself has a limited effect on
prosocial behavior, however, lower—class individuals are more sensitive to the
change of prosociality brought by regulatory focus than their higher—-class
counterparts (Study 1, 2a & 2b). And this asymmetric sensitivity leads to the
between—class discrepancy in prosociality, especially for individuals with
regulatory focus raising prosociality (Study 2a & 2b). Moreover, a framing—
dependent effect of regulatory focus on prosociality is found. Promotion focus
increases prosociality in the positive frame and decreases prosociality in the
negative frame, while prevention focus behaves reversely (Study 1-3). And this

effect is partially explained by status quo strategy in goal pursuit (Study 3).
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These results shed light on the links among social class, regulatory focus and

prosocial behavior.
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1. 51§

b & A5 A PSS S ZREAE A ERJa N A WE5E, Bl R &k 2
SN R 738 AT TR AE DGO IR T oAb 2 45 MR RN 2 KRB sz (1] . Forp,
2B Z (social class) X et AT MRS ICH 2 B 0E (2] . SR, 2B
FOH AL P IR — B0 MEmshil. S MRS &5 AT 51
P2 R AT RETE U E AL S E B ST AL R E, IR TSN E
A —8em (3] .

AR SR 2 R SR AR B R R ATAT B, X H Ryl S PR SRR
B2 B FrAT sh o M areikass, 2 BT sh4E R UarikaES . X =y L34
RTE ST H Ar I FE R PR B R e ), RIS B SR . R R AR 2
(PIRE 3E E m) DA R i i 2 4 Fn et G v Al 4 R Tl e mg (4] . IRk, AT ml g
A ANTRSEE SR BTbL, N T %S EE Uik TS EREA 21T
NRZAPA—IEER , AT B E WIE A — /N3 stk B Ef ot 2
1T RRARMTL AT
1. 1 &by EXSEA AT AR

W B0 P2 FATE NS AT AL, BN #EFRE . Bk
HEMAE[3]6] o HXF M NFIRAT A ERTEM(6] . S 2
X ATZEA AT N S, B EAT B R AR S — 34 R

—JiH, LA Piff AW TAETIAREN— RIS AR, K EER
et toan, ARALSEE AT o 2 e xR T RIS SR, BEH T
LRGN LB TR, BEASATERRAKAE DL R I S 2 B NAT A [T . &3
JE ) B B R B A T E 59 1 B = A AR R, BIEVES). RIS EAE
AT A2 2 [8] . RAZH ERAMRTE SGE (9] 4058 AeHERH IR BB 1I1E
& [10], AHEEPEE O], 2R R HH A& R [12] F0 A4 2
B3] mtk e EAMARE R S M A E S B RAT 8 [14] [15] . 7 Hix
kb B EX B4 AT AR A T MA R R . thn, METRE S
WK EE R T- R BRSO S E 11 35 [ AT A B £ 1~ # g L A B 44 [R) B
FA % TIEEE 2 (161 [17] (Chen et al., 2013; Miller et al., 2015) .

A, —EEESRENELSEAIERN, st EREEE S
tednn, mftP R RT Re v R, FRIEAT N E 2 (2] (18] [19] [20], [FIRftHEE
M MNFEEFESN[2] [21][22] (23] , HEREBIA, HEAE M AFESAH
fFl21[24). mWNFETEIEME . BTG A EATHER A RIS R IRME(25] . [HE,
BETESE A 1 [26] TN FRAS A+ 68 [27] A48 K BAR AL 2B 2 K EE 1Ak
HIERE IR . KREEE S ERNEZ Tk B S0 E R BE R TR P 5
Fifth [28] .

UeAh, WA RSB B A B0 S AT NI TER N, T AN [ A
S EAEAEN R S mE . tan, M TREEEE, St BEATE
B SEA Sy, KA B E A [ [29] . bk 2x B R s AN N H AR (K] 26 35
IPIFEIE R 2, WAt B E XS SR iR H AR 1) 22 0PI FEIE 5 2 [30] . &t



2B 2 G JLEARAE 2B E CRAT) JLZE O R B AR 2 02 R0 5 58 R,
XF X SR E S EJLEFR EFIE [31] . EXEHAY, M ERSH T
BBIFFEAEE . LA, —IUNPIrEE AW FT (7] M B E R IR R K It A5
ML SR 2 AT R [32] .

MET AR TR, BRI IS R A T B 7 —Fh bl A i
ARG R RPAT I RENS Jo sh 2l R AT 0 00 A AL B B SURh AL [33] (341, &
TN AR S E R ARSI EARSRINIEL R, a2 ARt EA7
TEAFERIEM S W [FE, ST 27008 4 gh B0 B 2200 50 11 s 7 A)
BEEMEN, AW INNER “how” F “how much” —FEEE[35],

1.2 AFEARNELEEST A

W E M) (regulatory focus) &/MATEIE SR H AR H LW L FEHRILH
HIzhHL e, ALS et 2\ (promotion focus) AR %€ 7] (prevention focus)
[41[36]1[37]. it m@&—Fhsg - Eahbl, FoR IR H AR R AR
KIEAHA, 78 H PRI RIS FE B 0y EH BA R gs BRI R “Ab)izin” R
i% (eager approach strategies), FEMfEGRR]EUAISEIL H AR L FE H R & K
PR o T PRI € 7] A — PR AEREPESIHL, Hof R 1) HARIRS R A TR 2 42,
FF—MRNIZMNEERIE S, 1 HPRERE R OEA B A H S R R
1% 818”7 5EHS (vigilant avoidance strategies), FEMEGBIEAISZEHLH brE L
FEH /NGO EETE [4] [36] [37]

AH R AR W HARIE SR . RAE B AL BESE T T B AL, R E )
X R AT NS A 52 2R 2 063 [38] o [AIE, B A O -1 719 58 M 0 o
FSFom AT 7R 45 R IFA—3, Ehn R KB, ARG € [ AH B, AR g )
ORI 5 TS 4T 9 [39] (Neubert et al., 2008) . ZHZARAT A 40140
FEME [38] [41] %54 S HRAT N . (HWH T R LA B2 12E 52 M /M A LE,
FFTBT 2 7] 78 W ANAARALE T I BTG 4 B 40 B B S k2 [42] 5 ATl e [m A L,
Rt Mok T B2 AIEEAT N 43] . FE, BFRENERDL, {EidkEm s
R ST I G, B SR e M NMRTE A T T A EEBAT N G S HiE
[43]1[44]; TR € [a) <=y R TE A — 2 b, RIS TR0 2 1a) B R 2= dh 4 R RF il
1l /ANIE AT A [44] o IX R BT E M SR AT N AT EAS 1 — D4R T .

AT AT 2 R X 2 A 2= AT AR 2 52 2584 AT N HEZE sz m, R
WA E ARG Hizm 7 AT ST ECERATS), 1MAT 3 R i B Ak 45 5 0 He
WTATENRAEHESE .

Pt e msR AT AR e, S OUE “SERUES” (get the job done) [45]
(Codini et al., 2018), XAALFFE AL [46] (Liberman et al., 1999),
] H bR (goal progress) il [44][47][48], FEEAM WU IR A H bRtk
AR [49] . G, (ke m R BAREATshIR. 1R M sm i 24, SRR
WAMK, AR (status quo) M HFE 2 B A B KA (heuristic) ), BIH
Ji 2R e 5 DLEIIR BRER IR S N S 18 5 [49] [50], 5T B AL 5 24 B B 2= 717 SR 1)
RS R [49], K2t MR IR.

A B T AN [R5 22 1) B OB DUIR—4ERF IR AT A A SRS SR AL 1 uE 4 o
AR =R v L (s W S v e [11 NI S 10 51 v s s R L VAo 2 L YA D B R 7 i
7 (hits) (FRERBUREE) 5 1T TRIT R [m) AN AR ) B A4 ) 3= AN [ )87 B 7 A [m] 7 DA e
B “REfR” (false alarms) [51]. BbAk, fR3EE MMk T3 B AR ER 3 80



(perceived goal progress) MAFAEE B /4] (moral balancing) %, B4
HO& T TEMEIT NG, BibEEm e RN ERS Ll ek e m A
RIE G A S HIATIEEAT N, HFHIF G E R N B b, 317 — A
AT T 2GET— W BORIEATIE AT N EGEAT T A EEES), MR EEE &
B H bR e, R BT IE S ) [44] o T TEG R ) B AR ) B L R PR
(maintaining status quo) W) 7 2 Fl 3K B , 1M 17 /£ & 72 {5 F (moral
consistency), B J5 818 48 g 5Kz 23 MOt AT I TE fE o SR ORFF— B, iR
P AT IEFEAT ik e A TEFEAT N [44] [50] . [RIEE, et e m i oe 2 =40
AEBRNIETT, PR G BR IR IUR E5 (A8252) B SR AU SR R AL B e, st
SE A MAR T B AL 2 SR AR B SEAK (1) s T TS 5 m) (A4 BR N 3 AR A — Fof
FFE, NN ORI Fh BTG AN IR 2 A7 A0 RS, AT Ih A s 34 5 42 52 3 o 3 A1 AL
Ry TRHAEINIETE 852 (A 32) B BAF IR SR B R iy, TPy 2 m) ANk
1) B AL 2 i P B f B =y (fiR) [52] &

MR 2SS, ANMUTshS SR R IS5+ 2 U R BR T 254 24T N
HIHEZE (53] [54]) o FEIEPEMEZR R,  AATTHMEATAT B #0225 fih N 5 SRR 1 4056
BOR[631[54], W AFEET, BRI BT 80 AR LR B 1T 30 A
REE SRR 2. AR MEREZE (PSR4t =, NIRRT Sh 2 25 Ath N 7 SR 1 i)
IR RS (631 [64], i AILt A & EL,  BUB A 17 s ANMA S LA BeAT
SR 42

DRLE, i 5 ) AR T3 ST 2 T 2 Wi (4] A AATT 2502 IR B4 R IR 147 R A0 3
W, T AR IR BRE B IR = A2 T A RIS At = RO B, B I T2 3 i 1) B
TR 2 A B SR = IR . PRk, AU E:

H1: W15 € A SR AL AT AR M RO T o5t AR S HESE . fEIEMEREZR T,
PRk 8 73 LU TR 5E (m) 5 B SR ph s AESMEMEZE T, TRYT A8 m) 3 LU ik 5E m)
HoRt e,

H2: TR € A3 ORH BTt s m 3) A S I DR B IR R B, 8] itk BE A
T AT, RMEEN (BRI HEZEF = (FHD) SBHSIT N,

1.3 WA B RN AR BEFASAT AW

2, YT E MW 20 T AL B RS RE S AT N Z AR R T ? FATIA
RIX RPN T BN TR . — 7T, AT R S A 2 AT N RS I I HE SR AR
HHRUN, B ARTEA RSB B TP AR AAAE, HATREE RS E R, B
S ZHISEAE S AT N2 E M R S . AR A S E A S B AE S
KASFEE (117, (RSB ERE 55 X (contextualism) AKX A HAK 1)
] ML s HE S 55 48 % B iU (551 [56] [57], ELUMEtt<MrEE ey [9]
B REHERR IR A N B 28 (101 (5811591 - 4 [ 3 S th N AV AN 25 (K4 BHE
S5 AN 0 BEIR A O B X AR AR AL S B 2 AR SRR [60] o (Rl AL
SRR B ER S 2 ANT R R . ki, T AM)ZEE R SR ¥Eh A
EPRUCE H CE SRR, W BN iR (61] . KA S EXT
FEMIRAT AR SRR G A S ME s [62] o MEft & Z ML, Sk BAK
FE 22 I 2 1 B 3 o6 FL A AR 55 46 FE VAR R 2 B 52 B AT R R — AR MOIR 4% 1 RS i
[63] . BB HeHL, W55 BURMERY R T 5 HE ST 23 T VR s [64] .
XSG B A E R R PR, RAL S E T RE TR 5 2 TR 1 E M 2R R AR AL 2
MEZLR 52 . DRI, FRATIB % :



H3: W15 & XS A [FE 4L S B R 2Bt AT A AR AR A FR M A&
EHISEASAT A EAE S I 2 SRR 2 AT N R 5 52 B 1R 5 5E 7] IR0

A7, IE AT SR AR S Z RS g, B LR E s
KA S B EESAT N B ESR, Bt A7 NS g m, &
oM ZE St 2 EE RS (Hda) s MEEI 356427 MRS Emf, K
B ERSE AN 55 T mst 2P R (H4b)

Zr BT, ARWFFOREE 4 ANSEERE SO E XA FE R E SRt AT
REIEEm, DL E M S U R S SR 2 AT N B O R AN T E [N SR A AT
N 5 e S AH 2Q 7 THI (A 7T, (RIS SN i fe) 5 20082 15 o5 ph 2 P I 1R R 9 1 5 e A
. o, SEIG 1 RSP EZRIE, @i fE 3 SES M RF KF HI,  H3 A1 H4,
SEES 2 AR SRR MESS @ B B B kk 25 AR S SR E [R5
EX e . SO 3 43— DA L0 1 28 IR S i S 4k 2 AT R BIHLE], B84 H2 .

2. L1
2.1 ik

iR SN 1K 2 (RSB E: K vs. B *2 G E R (EsEE
vs. THRBHEIR) *2 GEAESHESL: FURAMELS vs. JHRMESZD) REWT, Hbds
B AR A A, SRS R AN AR R . XS T,
GkPower N A /D FHEE 179 MR LA B R &N & (7= 0. 25) A1 0. 8 FIGTHAKL
Ho BAVE gt KFPIEET 204 A4 (B = 138, “FHFER =
19.94 £ 1.65), Z5HAFRMN 57

R EHRA. I AR 2 BE /AR A 2 5 B AL [ X AR E e 4t )
ITHE . Hd, KAESEFFHAIH SRRt E K 5 A 50004, 500 017
K, 100070 %=, AT s (10) ik 5L, A FH il %=L ae
T SRR TP — e 1 (100070/80) o Ek S B UL/ T 2 R Be R K 5
HAH205 64, 553 TCAFRR, MEEFE5 0, HAE T e 5% (1) it 7,
U T AR 5= ml LA 2950 -3 (100070/3H)

VT E IR, At R ) 41 B R A N /0N A 40t 2 SR i IR B 2K 114 47
FHATE, TEJSHPN R TTH, DRI 2 %72 A4 BHhs; TR e M4
B ARTE N /IMEIR T B B R IR DR B 53R F 55, TR G TH = AR,
DLIBE B 55 7= 43 2K AT 55 H A

FEREEHERE, W IEPERE SR AN GO EAE ZL 0 Nk (53], BRI IEMERESE A 475l wT
PAZE A N NS4 T SR AR B AR R RE, SRR 4 Th AT Bl 2 25 At N FHER A4 717 SRVH
W AN, A FLW S I R AU 2 T R AR B T PR HESE .

IEPRAESE . 2P ALY AR T —MIEERESE [54] . fEiZ1ESH,
Wl & A B AN =R PR A — AN AT NERE — N K —
AMAIEIK . AR RovE A FER, AJLMK P 80 AL A FEH
NEA 500 JCH T, 2EENANKAMERESNEEASE D, 2EEIA
LK P AR R SR DL 2, SRJEFEDUALBE R P e . B FE B e AE A A
FURNASEI P 25 B 2 2Bk . A0 e 21 A FE I - 18Rk 5 AT o i S R U L
B, BUAHAIEME. B TEZEST, #ilA B E R m A LK 7 B2 36D
LTI N TSRS, 2 SRR A N e SRR (R AR S0 0B, DRI LG A — o I P A
BERISREAE AT N



SOERESE . SRR FH ol g ) 1 g B A MERE SR . gl Fn Bk T
—NHGE R, TREXNXE—EEAT HEHE. XANHESA 500 g6, SfF
PIALIE R BT JETH R . OB 38 — AL BIA B, At DA i o] DAk g 1% 4
BrEE (i), BECEEZ D, FRZDERE T —EEMIIK. X
—AESARI T AMRB R, AR R ROER AT S BB L, R AR At
Mo B SE T—MIE R, RoREERKER FEER T E
R, RUERAME (7). ETHEIZAES T, $alE e v B S8 e o e f A 3R
an kb o BRI N HT RIS AR AN AR, DRI A — P AR A 2R R SR 4 24T

RIER . Wit ei BRI o WA ar) “58” (T9%%n, “17
FKortss, “77 BoawE) MEMESLFHA (10 HiFsy, “17 Rptbas
GrHWAI A, “107 Rontb &P i =) 7T TH %5 %2

SoF R MR RIS, B 2m E Schwabe %8 A [44] 19445 H & 8-
JRE T E M. Horb, PYIUIE L E R, PTI EFRTE . SR THVES
1= “EHAFER" , 7= “FEHHE" .

SRR VIR RRASE SR VF 1 44 CFE S o 1k v o e 1 i e ) (3
AEE[R) K& SRR (512 — T8 AR AR O I H (B H I 3k R = Fh ek 7
O EMNRERLE. B, SOl —Mirkik = UG 23615 . XA
WK 7 BT A2 E R, RSB BB & /R 2 2. 25,
IERTFFE “TPE” #Har. ZEAET =T, BN “AWME”
iz d, WRFEES R E S, BB EIHER A O A, 5B/
f&, MR ANMIE R (B, SBERES) . HEAEENES/ 1T #1155
FER A2 B OO AU S ) R . BB =R ALY A
AP 2R, X MG IR RENL . e, Bk 58 s AR 5 AN
WSl E

2.2 HEHR
(1) # DA 55

A EMS, S ZEK P A bR S 0 E AV N i E
CHESMEES W 5= 7.54, SDs= 1.19; M = 3.04, SD = 1.00; F (1,
198) = 862.03, p < .001, n,=.81), WEEEEHHEIEW 5= 5.50, SDs
= 1.02; M= 2.17, SD = 0.67; F (1, 198) = 788.14, p < .001, n,
= . 80) . AT E IO\ LL AT € [ Al 2 2 B A B oAt 22 [0 2 B RR Y
BIERE. W EERERD).

DA 1T TAE= P i< o o i 11 B (1= B 2 W 9 =l (1) = P 2SN K e A L K 7
ﬁﬂ%%(ﬂ/ g = 9. 38, SDywm = 1.16; M wym = 4. 10, SD gpm = 1.60; F (1,
198) = 42.18, p < .001, n,=.18), TiRsE M FEAR W pws= 3.38, SDywn =
1.30; M s = 4.83, SD mmu= 1.14; F (1, 198) = 75.79, p < .001, n,
= .28) . th=Pr RN LL ST R m) AR 2 B 2 B A ELGE R T R e AR 35
R o YT R E R

(2) fBRBKEEE

HEME T ZNR, EE] THEMERE, AN E R ERNA
, F (1, 198) = 0.30, p = .588, n,=.001. Y EMAIELERZ HAEH
2 F (1, 198) = 36.07, p <. 001, n,=.154. [EKNSHFEE, EIE

e
&
72



PEMEZE G, {EHEE A (U = 0.40; SD = 0.27) TP E 4 (7 = 0.30; S =
0.24) [FIsErt e Talk % E &, F (1, 202) = 8.65, p = .004, n, = .04; fEf
PEHEZE A (U s = 0.06, SDyw = 0.13; M 5= 0.19, SD 5y = 0.21),
F (1, 202) =26.76, p < .001, n,=.12.

HEMERERNALZE, F (1, 198) = 0.40, p = .526, n,’= .002.
FLAIR AT 2 DL RAEZE I HAE AR, F (1, 198) = 1.22, p =271,
n,=.0l. CWELEMHEL(F (1, 198) = 0.60, p =.438, n, = .003) it
FEAEZEF (F (1, 198) = 0.30, p =.584, n, =.002), #-<xPEFIVEE M
I B AESI AR R . Bt 20 kI, EWMELRE S, HETELS0E
H (¢ gppe (198) = —1.40, p pwwe = . 1635 ¢ e (198) = 3,11, D sppn
= .002), YA E RXHMEA S EAFSEA S TR A E IR (¢ e
(198) = -2.55, pypwn= .011; ¢ spepre (198) = 3.98, p sppne < .001) 6

IE1EAEZS TAEHESR

0.4 4
e 031 .
g BPEM
§ A E 4
2 o021 R E A

0.1

®’HWE ‘N2 KmE  BNE
HEME

K1 AR A E AR SR S 2 AT s

2.3 iWig

SEEG 1 AE— AN B R B, 18I A SR B E AR A E W),
PLEAS [RIHE 2R A 22 G 1R 280 3%, 36 AIE 17 8 749 5 1) R Wi 5 A 2 4T Dl R HE 248 3 E
HiX— @ EA 2B B SRR, KA ERSRES T NER Y
52 E R 5E [\) RS2

(B SAT AR Y 2 2 5 90 R BT € M 8, T s AR R Y e
BRI SR ST RIIAGFEE R . BATINIX AT RERISLIGAT 55 <. SL46
I fERE SRS s T, WA “RES” ®H, KA R
978 1) 7 R A0 R A R0 XU AR 47 4] 7T 6 A 2 2 i AR TR Ui AR SR o i g g 1)
IR TT BE 2 N T 3RAS U 35 [ s i 2 A H UG, DRI e 2 S b 8 2 v o R
T USRS E Z H 4k, [FIR RS g S T 2 W Il e m i ME A T
TE G 40 2R RS, R AE A 3 i 2R AN S AT LM A SR A 2
EAVERT G B i R XS, RN R SR gE b B T AR EERA SR
JRA FE PR R S e S s b R, S208 2 Bk — B RS R 30 ai AR
B oRtt 255, FBER T E X SR A AT A s B =

3 2 2
B 2 ARSI T SRR R A 3 £ (55 4k 5008 S 5



XS SEAE AT ANMER . BRI S, 250 2a K eI IE HEAEZL 125 4 E 2T 45
BT E WX AL AT NIE R, 58 2b AR R U ERE SR S A AT 55
221X — ] fE
3.1 £ 2a
(1) HE
#id

i Gkpower AL, EFEERNE (£=0. 15) A1 0.8 IGETHRA &, 1
M Z IeEA5 8T (32 BEAER) FFE S/ 77 MEAR, B RO AR,
SRR 154 N (BB N, Mew = 19.80 %5, SDww = 1.21) . TR
JESAFFARL IR 227y o SEIRISMC PR H &R il .

LR IFE

CIR RO 2 S S, ok BEsie = )5, Jedb AT — MAAH 7B
RIS (5 KRBV AEST) JF 8 A DR B A, AN DR s il s
TP IR A . EFERX W IUES )R, SRS 4R, RJE
BCREHE N — AN T . AEIXASE v B, ARl o Rt 7T Bl AL AT EEAT T — A
FEIS HIEMIH Se e, V2 RS @ BT R e . A7 — LR B AT e 17—
LA, JFIRE PRI KA. B R 2O R 1 R R B I AL [ S Ak
SERR LSS ARG 55— 5200 (fedh s 1) /38 G o — P22 0 Bk (BB 5E 1) .

M5 T A

HEPE. ST HORBEA R K, WML EKEAE S ZE[65] . FWtk
S B O HREFWARSE A E T 5 65] . HPREFIASRPILIE
NLTIHIREE, 7 N8k, BAK—R4N “150007C AR, fem—14A “150000
LA L . REFEEE HSMRCCSS, W) NFERLLT, @ #IH, 3) &t/
it /BRd/HiRE, (D) K%, (5) REFEARERL, (6) Mt UL ESES,  H gl 4is 5
BRRE LB T B W PSR bn 2 AR HEAL J5 BEAT P18, 15 B — AN AR ) &0 4t
SEGTHAITR . E A S E R 22 b At 2 7l .

T E T 5. K 27K F (e 3E 72 7]/ BB 7 1)) B B) e o s sl i 15 g
M. AR E XiaoE N [66]. BENAEHE— NI AR, Hd itz
1] JE ) 2H 5 1 114 A2 R 0 B A AT N T DL B N SRA3 U R, TR 22 170 ) sl 2H 5
W I RS BB AT N m] DL Bt N\t b 453 2%

A« WORIEE B ER PR B TASE ) 4 S50 T B R B . R
A O-10 ik — A4y, BEHBTAR R TTBE, EitsEEmE66].
B AR LL I 10 B AT sh & i N SRR &5 R, RIL AR B 7 — R IEMEAMESE [53]

(2) %8

B, Utta@BrHio AR E, BANBEARASE, W2 iR
&, fEBootstrapFEAE5000, 95%E(H X K24, f# FHPROCESS Model 13
ITWTE AR, SRR, et T ERAERNE, SR WA ST
5, g ALk, BIAEREMEES, b= -0.55, SE=0.22, p=.016,
95%CT [-0.99, —0.10]. ¥ E M (ref. =TRT R [M) 20N 52, (k8 [ 2 1)
I\ B R TR E M 4585, b=2.74, SE=0.38, p<.001, 95%CI [1.99,
3.49], W EAIATER LS, b = -1.21, SE = 0.45, p= .008, 95%CI



[-2.10, -0.32]. fE] LR M R I (DL 2a) , FETRG € 1A e Bhe, +t
%%%ﬂuﬁ%A E%%Mﬁ%,b—aw,%=03m = . 843, 95%CI
[-0.53, 0.65]; TMEAEHEE M AN, oG5 AT BN BRI HI 551 F A7
SRIELE, b = -1.15, SE = 0.34, p < .001, 95%CI [-1.81, -0.49]. l4h,
KAt E M - 1SD) fEAFEAEH 12 (b = 3.77, SE = 0.53, p < .001)
KT mtegpis M + 1SD) (b= 1.71, SE=0.55, p = .002).

TEF WA AT AL PRI TR, oa i An s N E R
#, b= -0.40, SE = 0.13, p = .002, 95%CI = [-0.65, —0.15]. {&isE
B N R TR e mH =, b= 2.80, SE=0.38, p < .001, 95%CI
mﬁa35Moﬁ%%ﬁmﬁ%¢%w%ﬂ%,bz—ow SE = 0.26,
= .052, 95%CI [-1.01, 0.004]. #E—DRARR SR (WE2b), 1ETR;
%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ,ﬁ%%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁku%%ﬁ%%m,b——uw,w—OJ%
= .403, 95%CI = [-0.49, 020]; MifEfedtemEaIH, Haabr ik,
I ANBEMAL, b= -0.65, SE = 0.19, p < .001, 95%CI [-1.02, -0.28].
RAt2=PE M — 1SD) fEAFEAEH 114 (b = 3.55, SE = 0.53, p < .001)
KT b2 3%HAr M + 1SD) (b = 2.04, SE=0.54, p < .001).
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(3) e
SEUG 2a I — N ESERI BN AN TE SRR, fEIEVEHESE Jr, AOTESG € Al A
b, feitgm st TR .. WY E R BARAL S B SR A S AT N R



Ko ARREE R K T 2RALAT AN E Z 5, FBE /DN 72T R
ZER.

I 2D REAE TUVERESR R, AP AN TR R g R JR B 7 3, 4R SRIS IR T T E
A AL B B X S AL AT RIS . A, SEEGob R NI, Lt — P
UE A2 P R0 RE ) RIS 1 o 4 T oA E A, i AT R e 1) A 1 3 KA
Hle BEAh, seiobfEdt B2 ERAE LR S I 8 i, 7 A — P ROK
1 b X 30 R B A AR A — i AE M X B A2 R B 22 R AR At B 2
NFEAR, BEhnit 2B = 2= AR [29]

3.2 LI 2b
(1) HE
#id

B Gkpower 5, EHFZERNE (£ = 0.25)f10.8 MG HEIEMET,
i 23 Bt vl 75 22 168 MREA . Lt 2] 243 MFEA, HAg 10 AKi#E
HINEERSE, &Edta 233 N B 119N, Wiew= 19.76 %, SDuw = 2.02)
BRFEARBEN T Horp, kB 117 KRB ®IRRY, 126 Ak H I8 K.
B R AR PR FE NN 12,59 J576, Wil RK2EPR A PR
BENIFWNA 2. 78 i 6. R EE K g ohREdE, 2021 494 E 4 fE )R
NI IR 3. 51 Jigt. B, BN IX—Febrim 5, MR RFEZEAEMRK
JEH AT A E R, o alR T EEABIKHH L5 E .

MES5THE

MM ZE. [F2a.

W ER. ZBETAR TR (1, De Cremer et al., 2009; Schwabe et
al., 2017) , R WM Ja shH B8R 2 S H I 2w i BAEE A 4 DA RSB 7
A, TR E M JE SRS B B S 5T 55 LA Sy =0, i AR
iR F— RS,

PR ETT A FEAATSS [FSL6 2a #HH], RIS S04 5 — TSz as: i+ A Ja]
K AT S5E5 R, IR LENEEDIS NI, [FE S
Cheng 2§ A (2013) a0, WIS 50k B MPEHESE, BRI #a 2L
FEBRIN AL AR, Phlim it SR ER BRI R BEE M vs 1) 7 SER A B A B
B, P AT a0 2 RUEOE R T 2, 225 Sk B3 B 337 >R B A 1 &5
B IR EL T — M PEREZE . g R R Rk T BT A, REEY
oz, BhAKZ,

PRAERGEG . fHAISEES 1 RPN R ) I AT IR Y 8 190 S B R A
5. [, TRV E M S A B AMESS 28], N — RIS . 7R %56,
AR TR EAE— A 2010 FIBCFAEFEP A AR S 2R 1 9 AN (G 44 ) o 1%
WM ERPORI IR TS 2 —, FELA B B AR S R SLIe N . T
SEbrR b, MBS RAE N E AL . KT FIME 2.5 MnrEZE g e
HERRAE AT 2 (661 [67] (M= 45.39 , SD = 2.89; N = 5). EWIREHIED
2455, THEBHRMINE CREIEBIRS (RE /8 a3k B35 7 sl s ik #¢
R —F1) FE RN FPIRES GEIRE IR /B E L/ WEEHMND , &
PR FNSL BRik BEANFT O BB 1% 18 2 R IR B S HERRE i 2 9 (W = 5)



(2) 4%
RN I

T EDHEEREZY], AR R ER S, st g mBiE TS, (2
BEE M AN (W = 6.01, SP = 0.95) 75l T Wb € M fEsh2 (i = 5.55, SD
= 1.21; p = .016) Azl (W = 5.36, SD = 1.13; p < .001), F (2, 226)
= 6.92, p = .001, n,= .06; FEWPIE MG E, B5EREH W =
5.16, SD = 1.20) %y 5@ TARREE M EENAE (W = 4.65, SD=1.21; p = .004)
Az (U = 4.68, SD=1.22; p=.008), F (2, 226) = 5.17, p = .006,
n, = .04. PWITE M E BT

DAL R RIS A B R B 0 41, 8 s i 1 2 A AR Rt =B E 4,
B R ERE N EE S EA, #HAT 2%3 FEM, SREN, SN ETF
MNANEZE, F(1, 225) =0.05, p=.822, n, =.000, W E AN EE,
F(2, 225) = 14.19, p < .001, n,) = .11, “FHHFLLGEZEWZHEIEH,
F(2, 225) = 2.41, p=.092, n, = .02, #F—BH4T MR KL (I
B 3), EEmAES, SN EREIEREW o= 3.63, SD = 4.29; M) 4=
4.18, SD 4= 4.45) WA REESR, t(255) = 0.53, p = .595, Cohen’ s d =
0.12; {eBbE AR VIXMES U = 2.20, SD 4= 3.28; M = 2.97, SD
5= 3.38), ¢(255) = 0.98, p = .327, Cohen’ s d = 0.23; {HEFW; &ML
i, RYE (= 7.31; SD=3.95) WEMrE (= 4.92; SD= 4. 11) W=
JRE MR, ¢(255) = 1.90, p = .059, Cohen’ s d = 0.44. M4k, 7FERHEH,
FEHIZEAEL, TR Em a3l (¢(255) = 3.51, p < .001, Cohen” s d = 0.80)
MUEHE M S (¢(255) = -1.78, p =.077, Cohen’ s d = 0.40) #k2s 7 #
ERE, MAESNESD, M4 mtt, PR m x5 B R K s 2s A
P (¢ 5,(255) = 1.06, paw = .291, Cohen” s d = 0.24; ¢ 4#(255) = —
1.25, pus = .213, Cohen’ s d = 0.29).
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SES

B3 R R AR 2 B JE AT B AT g TR 1 1

(3) W

SEEG 2b FRRIGAUE T YT E [ S A S AT R A S AR 1, BT S A
Pt SO e el [T (A W= 0 TV 1] = [ o - < e = S [ P
56 2b @I BRI, PR E RIS e I A B AN A BRI D T A XL
(1), BPS; e m AR gk e ) (Rl P2 AR TR . B, SRS 2b FRRUERAAR LT



SES, T E [l X S AL PRI SE MR SES AT SEWI K2 o T H T3 A2 M) A e
WA, EAERTIRAESIER Y E R T, it irt i EoRtt .

4. 3

ST 3 BEBR AU E MR SRR AT L], P2 TR (status  quo)
RSP AER, DLk —2DAG 50 H1 A0 H2.
4.1 ik
(1) #7k

i Grpower AL, EFEKNE(F = 0.25)F10.8 KGR IIEMET,
i 2 GEtatELE . Bt vs. UMD «3 GRS EA: i vs. TP vs. %)
PR A B R T 158 AMEA. [N, BT REE T ERADHr, R
WS BT AIHT iR A T 523 A [68], RIULIRATHRAELAE T 523 Mk,
HAPE 22 NRBN BRI (Hd 2 AEE 9 IANETE 2.5 NMRtEZE 2 4,
I NTERBIIATRA BB ERAATFE, 19 ANRGERTBEMARMLIEREA—
HEIRERINEER , &REH 501 MEBFEEARFNSHT (B 196 N, M oew
=27.64, SDue = 5.56) . FIE BRI E THELRMOFERZS, LK
R A 23R8 5 eI 5T

(2) ME5T A

WA E M. [EWFF 2b,

FA AT N FSZ 2 MBIAES. Hd, EMHEZRH IR ICIRES 2 FH
R, B A AT E[69]; S EHESL A 5256 2b.

T IARFENE . AR T8 B NAT 55 5 1k e R ) T 8 3 43 B N1 B fel
FMAT sh sk ng, RUTE 2 RAERE AR B AR Fr BRI DR A B R B E BUIR A -
AR Higw H Cheng ZEA[69], JL2AN%H, Hrb, LRERIRZMA M &4
HA “RBELAFBONFETURES” 5 SURM= &% oA “RBESCEER
IWFLEDURE” o KM 7%y, “17 = “EEARE7, ‘77 = “FF
WRIE” o FORRRERRS 2% H i 2 U 3R 2% H AR 222 T IR RIS 5 2, %82k
e ATEa o 1) [T e o/ 7 NP 7% = ' e 4 1 [T s s 2

BRVER G . [F]S256 2b.

A AR TR BRI E (KEANS AR Bk, #HF
) . EMESERE. B8 EAERZE. HdE, RS HAL
I & T7 R AR FC, 725 AR AT ) LA RER R MY AN 25 5 FE FE AR s W 4t
S GEHVL I FE AR, TEER B A B S R E B TR

4.2 BB
(1) HHKL

5390 VAR 3E 72 e 40 i) A1 TR 7 e i) A DR A B, DAY W R RS 4 2
RSN R, DUER . MR T, BWAESHE N2 BTk
ANCOVA, 53R E7R, wifedtemmimmes, (Edtemda (/= 6.15 SD=0.74)
AR 3E 58 [ ) S 3 v T T s A 20 (M = 5.34, SD = 1.29; p < .001) FI35Hi
H=504, SD=1.41; p < .001), F (2, 489) = 37.53, p < .001, n,
= 130 SEAE AT SHE LRI 3 RN BA R 8 M ATHE SR IS EAE A B3 .
HEE 1) )3 B



LG E R T S, TR EmAE (W = 5.02, SD = 1.07) BIHiP; € [ {5
) . 2 T TR BEE I ZH (W = 4.00, SD = 1.39; p < .001) FZHIA (I = 4. 25,
SD=1.46; p < .001), F (1, 489) = 31.05, p <.001, n,=.11. sEf-<AF
Z5 HEZR I 32 08 DA R 908 M AAEZR S HAE A B2 . I6Ah, St AR5
MEZRI R (F (2, 489) = 5.33, p =021, n,=.01) LEHELEANRET E A
A HAE S (F (2, 489) = 3.55, p =029, n,=.01). {HiF—HfH
B BT R I, TR AE IETERESEE 2 S MEHESE T, FRUYT 28 W) S h 25 1 T 75 7 [m)
(M g = 5.04, SDgwwn = 0.87; M gppene = 4.99, SDsperen = 1. 25) A5 5
EZr T REC BN W e = 3.56, SDippww = 1.38, b g < . 001 5 M 4
wiene = 447, SDgppe = 1.24, D e = . 001) FIFBHIH (W pppn = 4. 13, SDy
e = 1. 48, D wrwer < . 001 M e = 4. 39, SDoppoe = 1.43, D sypwen= . 001) o
DRI, 32675 2 m] 1 15 Bl A B o

(2) AL

AT N, 2 CEASESHEZE. 1B vs. fth) x 3 GAYER.: ik
vs. TR vs. ¥EH) TZESWRYE, ISR FRAE. BRESE
JG, EASARSAERFIRN MM OEREE, F (2, 489) = 35.26, p
<.001, n,)=.13. H—DRBMNHPTRY, FEIEHEEZRS, 18 ERN
B3, F (2, 489) = 10.92, p <. 001, n, =.04. {EFEEREAKTEIEE W =
5.11, SD = 4.08) BB THHIA (W = 3.67, SD=3.50), p=.028; MM
BRI BEIRE (W = 2.37, SD = 2.59) M52 KFEHIE, p=.013, &
SRS, WA E R BN R, Fo(2, 489) = 25.63, p <.001, n,
= .10, WABFAMFEIEIRE W = 6.69, SD = 4.17) BZEETHEHIZ (7 = 3. 98,
SD = 4.34), p < .001; T{EBEAMIEBRE (M = 2.28, SD = 3.00) M| & Z1&
THMHIH, p =006,

AR . R T REBGHE B A4 2 100 3 R 1 5 Tm) ok 465 B 2 SR ) S il
BATLLATT E o E T E, HEBRENRTE, 2 TIREE PN EE, ¥
AT S HELR YA B, {$FIPROCESS macro P (I AL 15[ 701 34T 7 — 1A i
THIHRA . ST EME—NRAE, FUEHANSRA, B
FHR RIS N E . SRR, EEGMEN. FRAE. ERES0E
&, BIRTRHRAMERAEZ, index = 1.25, SE = 0.48, 95%CI = [0.29,
2.187,

Bk, FAMEAPROCESS macroH MIBLAIA[70], 4375l 7E 1L PR AE 280 67 PR AE
IR AT T2 T ORISR R R A RS o [EIRE MK, Y R R ER G A A R
USRI A NS R BN R, SRER, EIEEELSS (LE4a), 2T
RAEWE O] DR TS o Il AN i A AR 3 Bh = IR B 22 5% (effect = —0.20, SE
= 0.08, 95% CI = [-.37, —.05]), {HARREMRE I @ M At dHAaER R
B R (effect = 0.09, SE = 0.08, 95% CI = [-. 06, .24]).

TESPENEZE AR (ILIEI4b) , 22T IR SR M BR AR 1 100007 g 1) 28 RN 428 o) 28 7 %
hEE FZER (effect = 0.30, SE = 0.10, 95% CI = [.10, .50]), HiffERt
TR AR B B R B 2ZE 5 (effect = —0.24, SE = 0.10, 95%
CI = [-. 43, -.05])



ZT IR

D1: TikG 4 vs. 34140
0.39™

T R R v, (LA ¢'=-0.21/c=-0.40"
4 N
vs. $HI4L) \ ¢'= 0251/ c=034"
019
D2: R vs. #2141
1 ZF PRI

Klda  IEPEAEZSE fr ) A A5
T ekp <001, #kp < .01, #p < .05. DI A1 D2 4L T 4815 2 i E B bl 5 7o
AR AR, DI FpERA = 1, #HI4 = 0, fREbEmgl = 0, DI RS
TR G, WA EI ARt D2 FpTE R = 0, FHIA 1 = 0, kel
= 1, D2 Fonfefahl 7B 4E, Rt An . FHE.

ZTF PR K g
D1: TBH4H vs. 1520
0'46** *k seokok
VA 5 1 (T4 vs. AR 4L ¢=0297/¢c=0.58
4
vs. #E114) ¢=-0.17/ c = -0.41"
037"
D2: {E#E4H vs. | 4H
ZF IR
Kb G LR H A A iR
4.3 it

SIS 3T 25 S UCUE B 1 I 1 A8 [0 S A AT R S e I HE AR RN, o[RS
SEIG 3T 25 FARAIE B 2 T IR AR 4 v] ATE — e FE L AR IR AR RN : i B adk
SE [ NATTHE VR SR A B /D b 22 T BUIR G S mss, 3Ei B % A Frdr sh, Rk
TEERV IR RO IE TR (IEPEAESD) B B i 2, i oktl 2 fEE0A
PRI TR (A MENESE) B e 2, Wt E A B S a3 TR
SE [ NATTHE PSR i) B 22 M FH 22 T DU IR S s, b sE 25 2 ANT3h, IR
PRANEFEOAN RTINS (IEPENEZD) BB F BT HE D, il EA S EBRAE
PEAHOE IR (PEHESD) i p Bt s /b, i s st 2.

HASEREN S, EIEMHESE R, 22T BRI A& fe R (e Bk 4R 42 il 2 7
oW B ER, FEFER A M A 7 TR RS L E R AR E
(p = .212) o AT NIXATHE R F M AAT— MM % T BR W Z (status quo
bias) [71]H155 7 i 5 M %t F oA Rk, 3800 7 ek e m 4 i 2z T 3R Im T,
R AE — SE R 4 /N 1 (k2 N5 | 27 22 T IR S g il 2 5

5. Bitie
M ETHE TN — R R ANMRAT N R R GEA SN —— A g R, @i pgA



SEIG SR T RN E M AN FE A S B SRR S AT NI, At S E AR 2
ITHNRAID R T — A, SREI, WX gt &7 A%
Wi 7 (EREZR ARG 1, BIAE IEPERESE A, (R HEE MINos 1 o5tk 2478 fEUVEME
ZarR, TR E FNGR T SEAL AT N . TR E X SR AL S AT NI B 2 AN TR
PE: ARAE S A B HUL B SR S AT X R T 8 R S RUER . RIS, 2 X U
MZES, BN OUHERI SRR ERD 7K 7RSI N
SMEZERM . T IRRZ AR 7 I R X 28 41 247 S 52 M 1 HE B A4 2%
AVAS

W, BARAZ, HUAMREEIER T NS EREAE ST N
KAMEW, i, XAEEREME S EEA T s RS, MK
M ENAEE 2 sh B ot 2 [29] . Stk B E X SRR AS A H AR 2835 17
WFARIEEE 2, TRAL 2B E XS R A AR B AR i 2R IR T £ [30] . (HASE
B, XEEFPLERE “ERFE” , AR S0 EE XYL EAAAEK
SFECRRIZE S . T E FE N AMA B ARIE SR FE s R s L — (4],
M“EBYE” (RIS NS AT feFF A 1% e sh HLEL RS N H ] BE 7R IX L B L b A7
TEEARAKSE) IR E MR B, Nt E R SEE 2AT NR RIEIHLE
I TR TR A, TR TR—IUAFKER SR,

Fok, BATR IR VAT 2 i St 247 s ma R HEZE i, A1 T DR
BF 50 R TR 9 8 MR SR AL AT N R R IOA — 8. BUA ¢ T 15 8 [ % 554k
S AR Z B BIFA—F . —Senf 5t R B T 3 52 1f) (R <& [ A EL)
PIsEAE 2P THE R (3811391 [40] [41], 1 o3 —Le & BL T A1 I 125 5 [42] [43]
FATMRTT 2 7] B AR AE R, AR 5 M2 m F 2 AT H bR R i 2
AT BN REE , Ak T AT RT3/ AT sk R . W4T 8h/ AT
2 R BRI SEAE SRR, R T84 AT ISR, RUAT 3/ AT B2 38N
R e S A R . R, T X SR AL S AT N I R e L STt AR AR T A 4
1, SRR SAT SRS b 2 — o FRATT A I b W 0 i 3000 45 T8 A e o5 40 4
IR SR FOUE B o X LB 7S R B, AR AT — B B A4 T8 4 e SR 78 1 19 58 m) X 24
M B E s s R R R I AR A . (R A e R IE AP LS, B R e
SE M MATES T T BT NG S EIEME , 7EE BT NS A EE
[43][44]; 1T 52 F) 2y R TE S — 2k, R 7R 58 A i MR 2 iR A AR R 1B
fl /) ANEANEEAT A [44] .

AR, 3X — &5 A )T BRI oK IR I HE 2 350 R 7E 45 B 5 10 W I 45 403
1) “RR” o “opt—in” F “opt—out” &M% B 7L 7S B FE G R 22
WS 5L, BB TR R, AMTEEINA “opt-out” AIRES K 211
Z5, {Hirkx} OECD 1) 35 ANEM E K s - KB, PiFhS SHESRIFRA
RN F B R [72] . W RATSRTHIBE 7 AT BE N IX — B R4 4E T AR, Wi
SHEZEEA AT VE € R VCES, RObHlgs 7 HEZEREN . ELindE “opt—out”
FEZEHR, TR 2 F) 38 B8 AT REIE BN R BN R T4k T = 5 B o =y (Rt )
W BE AT R SO BN IR T4k T S 5 BEREAR,  AATTHR P SRBIHLERA & 7R & 4k 1wt
AT “opt-out” HERMZEE,

PR, BATR I € 15 A [F 4L 2 B R 2B 4 24T A I S M A AR A X FR M
AL ZE5T AT B R R G SR SR R UK. X —45 58, AT R
ORI RAL S E R SRR 5 2 BN [61] . iy (62] . Jish vk [63]
FIHEZE [64] L4015 B A — 8. AR, X —85 R REE AT, HKokKT



AR SRR 2 AT R R RL T AR T, NEE AR S RS 5
SR IR

fJa, BATRIE TR sl 23 P O RCR IR O 7 SRR R . 2T
BATILE R, AEREAT R OPIFI, — 7 [ EEE P AR 55 v B A
2 ISR DLAC,  ELUn =8 (0 VF 2 28R PR I /2 “BRIAS I, X0
AR ERESR, RIS S5HE AT (Al “Sm7 EmeE ik AS
7 WD R SRAL S TR ARy, REEIRIT RS2 RS B AT
TP E R, dnsm i R TE AR R & RISTER S5 5, DMEAATE 2 4k RF
TR, AR5 2 2635 WP H

ANRARRIFFITIA -

YETH FEARARAE — LA R IR T AR i T M. H 5, RERAITIAN
AL F R ali ey E N S B R A &, EEAN RS E R S i 5
BE, ABIRATYHT ) SLR M SERE TS H A2 — &R RATESLR 2arh K
Il “having less, giving more” , [GJB} X AFESEEG IANSLEG 2b K I SEAL=4T
AT EER . RATANIX AT BERIA [E] SLL6 A FEAR R 9¢. FATESLL2b
WA 2B B BN Al B SRR 1 T, RIUER 5 R R TR L IX 8 i AR 2R AR N
B RIS H X S B R 2 2 AR A I E AR mdt = &, 1R T SO AR SRR .
[FIF,  FRATTE SL 58 Lo A2 B 2 5 3 B RS B 1 ISt S s . s
B2a Bt 2B = 32 B G R 0 S A G B v B AR . PRI, — 5T, SRR
2ar P IR I N D AT eI sEIG2b i AN[E]s i — 5, X WHRERIIHE 6
JEA B SR AL 2 AT ARSI ] REAN R TR IR PE R R, T2 oA 2 B =00t Hodth
1T NIFEI — FEAAE 2R 2 R [68] . AR A3 — D H 5L,

FR, AT HT B I 3 2 0T B A AR AR SR A 2 AR 55 TR AT Bt R 19
SRR TH M I INER G5 SRR P2 A SR A S . (HAN “HEZE” K5 1& U
K, BGEEEGE AN S IL73], SEAE SR N AZIC AR 2 HoA SR A . G5k
W OOBmEAR” B R A E” gain/lossHES ., —J5THI, IXULHELE AT DAk 4L
AN TR E ) SR AL 2 AT AL R A

F— 7T, YT E ) FE X LU AE 4 R G Sk 23 AT D R e IR ATL R TT B RN Y R R
FOAF o AT FT 3 EEEE T 22 T IR SR & AR ARREAS [R1 A 71 58 17 94T 3/ AT Bl ik
H, AHIX — HLHJCIE AR RE TR 19 € M £ HABHESE oot sk 52 o B 03 15 € m)
VLHCEE 2 /2 gain/ TossHEZENS W 1 € [ A SR 4L S AT AR RIAARENLE], BI85
5E [F] AIHE ZEAFAIE UL BC I —— 2 3F € [l fE gainfE 28 v, TRYT A€ A1 7E LossHE SR,
INNEE R XA 8

A, ASE HESEAR SRS 0 AN Rl A2 B 2 B S A 24T D9 19 58 1) 1
BUREE. than, FFRAT4RI S RA 82, R ENT K Egain/lossHEZ 1,
P E M VCECALE S AL B3R (private self— focus) BIAMAHEEHE [74], THiX
FhERGFIEY B E S B A1) SERE B E&5EL R, S5A
X RESE LR 2 AU, BT DG a2 (751 [76] . Bk, KEHT
I 2k 252 7F HARASE 3 1 S5 #E 2 HEZE A 28 2 15 8 R SR d AT MR sem, DL A
XA AL 2B R 2R AL AT IR

e, FRATIGE R RIIE NG 4+ 24T R BRI 3K T 2R AT R
S EZESR, TR AT AR E W 55 (SL562a) B AR BE R SRt 2
TN B2 5 (S252b) o HTHRATA NS EAR S X 26217 AT M



RO, ARG TN, B TR S R X I T E 1] R B AR, el
SRAL AT NI A E ML ST RO AT NI 2B R 257 . eI 2art,
S5 (MY €N A R S S R € b ey BV S 4 VA T N BB R e N
(RO € [ HI 85 R A AT NI S B B 2 7 e b EAT S BA TR B E 8, R
W ZRAE AT AR E L, Rt R ED, Rk = E N ZER
Bt BT, BANMEAE 2B R A S VR D SR A AT O TR
SE R E 2, BOLF &/ R 2B R SR 2PN BRI 2 7 A 2 B
SRR AT NS EE R . X — 48RS MRNER, 12 U] AR
WA, AR BIEV ] /ARAL S B R A 2 M T PR B 10 22 e AE IEVEHEZR P B,
FEDEREZR PRI, AR E PR

B HR:
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