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Abstract Distributive justice has always been the leading topic of social researches and it has great practical significance.
However, statistics show that distributive injustice remains quite common around the world and has broken the peace and harmony of
our society and organizations. Thus, it is necessary for researchers to continue studying on this topic, discussing distributive theories
and relevant methods, looking for the factors that influence people's distributive behavior. At present, there are three main principles
of distributive justice: equity, equality and need. The main factors that affect distribution are: social comparison, need to belong,
contribution, types of transfer, etc. In this paper, we also introduce the cultural differences in preference of distributive principles and
the reasons which can account for the differences. Besides, the primary methods are also discussed. In the end, we analyze the
limitations existing studies have and put forward some possible directions of future research. For example, researchers can
investigate the real distributive preference of people through anonymous group decision. In addition, a research can be done to reveal

the relationship between the amount of contribution differences and distributive preference,
Keywords Distributive justice; Cultural difference; Collectivism; Individualism; Independent self; Dependent self
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YOS A IE L S 3 52 3 50y L 4 R A A IE 1
HBEHS R T A SRR R L, B T IR 25T
IS G R (Lasswell, 1936). 2 Frbidnit, &K
43l 1F X (distributive justice) (57 B A5 1R & 2
IS

SYECIE SOE— ANy s amE, R I SR R T
A o AR AN AT SRR R BE PR BT, 3 IC
IE ST 4296 N2 NIREEABOR RN ™, 5y —
Tt R RS SRR R 1A, ZRCIE X
(RS AE P AT AR R IS e A —H SO
T pb e gLy, — MRS R AT E
e, BOACW . SCAbflEE . AR RS AR IR
PERIERE, FEAES  SOREM 2, M IE SURAAS
A TS, AL SRR pE oy 1 SRS 1)
FBZ—, EHFT RSN IR IL R 5 T4
LB JLUR, A BCIE SO A AL T SRR 2
IFEA H bR, AREAE SN SR E S . S, o
LTS0S = vap b Sy Sl ) N1y s S P
SIECIE SOEFEFE S I SCIIREARAE: 8=, &
e IE SCRFNE o AR i Rl A PRI
i) 32 {4 B (Lasswell, 1936).

TEIACHE 2 B, S 23 T 1 AN 6 221
WAEATREM: AR E 1) H 2a 38 24 43 e 1E s
RIS AT B IR FE SCHA 4 & (1 S B
PRAE T S AR b (] AR A 5 ST, 2010, & EE2ETE
9%, 46(2): 20-24).

BARAYICIE SR O A TA R, {H 43D
AN EMIRGAEAR 2 E R ISAFAE S . H)e REL
(Gini Coefficient) 4 5 KA 54 2K Gini T+ 1912 4
e, EEMERAS I ZE R, WA 0.4
VEWON 73 e 22 BRI B e, AR B < 70 A
JLHERE YN 0.382. — MR IA K 5L Je Fr e
0.24 £ 0.36 2 [u], SEE i, 4 0.4. E KK
JE &%k 2010 4EilEt 0.5, U A ZE Rk AT 41,
W s SRR ANYY, F RN R O AR e R R
e 2R

SN IEI G A AEXT T AR &1 5
A BN T k2. Greenberg (1990; 2002)
L S KR 9 T A A IE XA 97 47 0 14 5%
W, RIRAEARIE TR OO, A T RIfei1T
LB, Skarlicki 25(1997)5F FH i 3% i 2 1615
THRRNIEMHEA L BN IEXREAT N 15
Wi, R IFE Y 23 IEBEAE J8D B 23 O AN A TE 5 RS IR

3

HAT Ny, IX T S e 7 3 AN 2 IR e

It AAS S 1 B BEELAT 5 73 S 1 SCAR R (1 70
FeJs ) WSk SO ZESE, i AT A
AL, PEARKATREMIBETTTT ), AT Ay AT LA 4
Ja B3 BCIE ST Rt — 2822, O il ks (4L
o I PR LB IR A 4

1 S e IE B 55 B 2 B SR Ui

BUAT IR 9% T 73 B 1E S0 B 22 AT 5 22 1
5y W B 7 PN STV NI S T PR
JE o Ak, FECRRR M HCIE SRR, A2 e i
T LR BC I, AEAFAEASDIAR AT R 5
Jenth b, IO A, BIE RITt. T
TR FLAAA Y 443 LI 7 B S ) o

1.1 A&

231 J5 U (equity - principle) /& 17 % Bt 5 73 B 14
— G IR IS (Adams, 1963). FZIEAT N, AT
LEB (input) 14 H (outcome) . [l 4% fFF— A
Lo, FF HIXAS EEAE A2 [ 8 (1) . Adams 384

Tﬁamwzﬁﬁ,M§=%ﬂﬁ$Loﬁ%ﬁ

RIS HLRIBNTFIR A RINER, A, B KR
2O P AT ALK 1) o AR ANTR] ) 23 A IR 2
SR E 2R 2 A AR, AR RSO0 2 F s U
(RFEA AR I T S, B O VA% 2 | )3 4 e %
(Harris, 1976). 1207 J5ihl, 270 B+ 4% 1
JR TR RYUE % B ST, XU 2 K0
DURK, AHIN RS A7 22 /DRI B SR 1A Y. 5 1 %
Ui, X2 BT 2RI DA ERRERG h £2 97 245 . WEST
LR A Rk R RAS 1) BRI 2 5 i D I
HB 4> 3 0 FE R 7 (Adams, 1963; Deutsch, 1975).

1.2 &5

BT AL TR, RETFREINA
SR B RS 7R 2 SRR 23 e b o5 A o H
BIUEARZ A3 BCIE SR rh ) Herpr— 50, AR b gt
Sl EEN], HAMREIU R WA T 280, EAT
23 ) P45 I ) (equiality principle) 77 3K Ji U (need
rule) (Hochschild, 1981). 43Pt A I th4s F 21145
JE, RIERZE RE R b2 i 4L 2V sk 2 4, &
AN N GRAT T I 577 B8 2 YR A AH A5

1.3 F|RE M)
TR BEVR A SR, R A TR U5
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o L7 IR, $5 RS2 BT SROREEAT 0

S 73 B T ) PR I3 2% 1R 2 2 Bl L AU 46 78 2
BT

fErp EfR g A 2 B, AR A e
JE A BRI L R KA T R g £ A
WU, BT TARRE AR — bt #AY 2
Razfrge, 55514, s nl i 2R
TR ARJE A R KA N T 4% I
X g3 ey AR SRy iE

1.4 1 BFEHEHE R

Ohtsubo 1 Kameda (1998)4& 1, A 17543t ()
I fige i 2 5k B O 8 — A BRI 0 le s ), 9
A O W I A o NN SRS S
(Pareto-optimality) 8L i A &K, 3X P 73 e 77 3K
BRI E EU B AL, UK
IYB G R IFAS A FEAR A . Tamura 45(2006) KI8T 5T
BR, S NATEAT AR RS (BRI 20 FE 45 2 th—
IR 543 ) IS, A BT S BRSP4 it
W), WA 2L (Pareto improvement) J5i i< 5 52 40
ZUFEBE . M RIS LT E i — S,
FEANYkA>— 7 (PR R I, sk AR A 1 9 9050
T R 75— 7 AR R o 5 LA SR4E e i ) 4 b vfe
ML, 2 e i e SRE AN A, 4
WIS 245 T onk /N S B 2 (55 . (H2,
W SBFE et il i RF B 1 K, AW AL
A 520, T Al AL 2 Fn i) A ik 1)< B AR
T, FrULERIRA H S5 S A FHATE.

2 B AMES e R E R R R &

e AT A A T A e R, AR
ZE R, R FE R S A IR OC R
(Cohen, 1986). fEH-FMEEE T, ZrFEL nl fgsfiilq]
THAFEN, M4 EEET 25, PR g
AR 235k . Deutsch (1975) JHFE 1, 4/ &
B TAERIAZE —MEE IR, JEF 27 5
ol N Bl . R, 4l E 2 1055
RS LGP i R A S aay AR IV MU LRI S (2780 (11X (A
SR ) T P S5 SRR AT Bl . R TRATHE A
SR IRAT WE T 2 I 1) 2 5% 1 e i D 32 6 11 1
R

21 HEHE
4 i B (social comparison theory) 2 5% [E
2 PE2% 5K Leon Festinger 7E 1954 4F4E H K 44

B, R Z ST, AR AAE
AL RBE, kAT B3V (Festinger, 1954).
TEST R, AMARSRAR (I 55 B TR R i E a2 —
FEOT PR, AT IX AR 2 D (AT R KRR B
e T 5 Rl BN B o 06} bRk 72 v Gt SR 00T
(IS 22 5 S5 R IR o BE TR AR 22 35K, 8 Atk
SR AP R (XA TR S 32 B Oy
BT 2Z (B G R I REMA, AN [FI R FBE PR35 2 00 SR AN S
JInf Le e Al A o0 e 7 O A28 4k

211 RARNFHEE

Byrne(1971)#& th T — AW 5| Jy#% (model  of
attraction), ALK A M ZASLEAH RG] T, AR
v BRI HIEEIEEMN . Bk,
BRI N B K R 2 2 BTV s VAN, AT A A
Hop S rEFe . B TX— B8, Oesch
Murnighan (2003)42 H B 15 : A B ok R 25 i A AT
SIECAT R, ARAENATIE AR TN sk . 5K
K W RoR, M BeE L REIR A %08 B 2N
K TE F O R AN, A OISR N\ e
HOPOEMN, A& BLE 2 s g rg, [
FABATT B FFAS AR DA X B A7 2 O [ i 7= A2 ) 2880
(Oesch and Murnighan, 2003). ~F-254) it 3 FEARAL A
PR R AT e, XRI Y AT RE RS A O
R IRE, A7) 58 R HCE- 4543 L (Loewenstein et
al., 1989; Oesch and Murnighan, 2003),

Utz i1 Sassenberg (2002)8F 57 & FL, 24 AAT143 T
TEUR 25 b A2 N B RIS Al AT 6T 23 T D D)
(fairness rules) I mif H-BEAIR KN ZE 57, (H2S% U7 &
HORARS, i R O 2 9ss, Hash
TR Z IS I

2.1.2 X5 SE 70 L= A Y R
MRS I AN, A B RIS
I BLSRIS o [z, W5 R SE g A x4 55
IIICE TCIE IR A AT 4, Al AT) 25 R EUR] 2

(K143 #ic J7 3%(Greenberg, 1978).
GV 5 P VAR SR AR R AT SRR &S
B PR ONBRR) S~y E e (R0 A U, 1993,
] PO A% 5 SR AL A5 B ) U7, 221 154-164).
fibfg i, AN H ARG TEEN ETXR,
AT AP R R, AR R0 — 7 B
) RN 55 (equality) V2 JUIEAT FLB)), i AN a5 34
{9 — 7 B AU ) SR B - (equity )2 U 3EAT HLB, iX 02
4
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M5 HB RS2 (1) H B

Leung 1 Bond (1984)7E— I 58 ¥R 1 T A 1E
PN B A 7 A& A2 LRI ) F= AR e . S
P EANEE MR (D) TR T L fE
FEARR NI E R ) B PR e e R DL D (1
)R QeI T, AP AR SR
AN ERMB A AR DG o KA AR OIS L4252 21 58
IR A RIS, SHIRBON CBAHLL, 222
TS B w27 2 (3) A N B[] A1 RS AT
T A AR B, IS ek A AR ) 98
SRS 2K o

22 HRRE

NEH —Frog W IH 8 7 4 (need to
belong)——15 i N\ 37 3R SE 171 55 % 1) 8 R I 77 2L .
AT 0] DAAE 5 At N4 )k R R 3R A, 23R4T
28 5 SRl i () NBFAS AR, IR S R IH S
B, AR FRATTAR 22 Gl e B X B NI AP R &R
FE LIS, AAUE A B A ARt nT LS [k
FITIK . FHUb R AR, AR SRR ) R sk
IIRAE T, SRR S AASAE, PrRLSAKRE &
YEVTREIT, X7 Z 8 R A A I . R,
TEFPRCH S 23 B R 5 B2 3 A VR I T 23 5%
3B TT LR AR KR . AR SR 2
AIIARRE), B0 BCE R H R M TE St 25 AR
wE, M, TS RELLA Arac T 85 208
T PPN RISCRE, MR REAR KRR R IR JE

R ER, BSBNAHL R G T AR KA1
AT 23 R ABATT ) 3 Bk 3, Rk G AR A2 ]
RRIE, A IXLE S Bl 25 I TSy, iR
KRASHAGAE, A FH A Rk 55
fic. (HAIBIARBNWA LR, T34
KGAEMFU A BREN, A — KA A IRkt
1743 lic (Shapiro, 1975).

AN 2k 5 A 1R 900 8 060 A1 R 52 5% 1)

7N Wik WV L RER (BV6- SIS AP N LT iR

XA T S e T 3l S 2 R R
S A IC R e, BRR i 25 A I AR %
WXL 2 8] 1R 0% 22 5 2 R JEE (Zhang, 2001).
2.3 FIRAB 7 I TTER B

3 I 5 T (1 36 B 540 52 31 [T BA R A 4% B 1) DT iR
HAIENZ DRI . — SR 2R I AL 2L 4 fic vk
SERRRFRRE M e T Duk e 2 10 01 LI EREE, i

5

ANRTTERE AR DI R TR A . Leventhal Al
Anderson (1970)% 1A K 24 /INL B G206 AT 1 D iR
NGRS, O SATEEHBEH Y o (I 223 Fr
FHSOWE AT, RIS RS 53 I ANANES, A 1t 2 7 55 b
43 e %5 5 (Morgan and Sawyer, 1967).

A 25 0 BN R 5 0B KA A PO ) A2
WM T SR ER, G il
B RS EE AP AN, 4
AR AT 00, A I A IR AR ) A 1
I, 3% AT B R AT 200 . AR IR 23 T
0 GE— A% A1 R ISR R4 T 43 Bid (Shapiro, 1975).

Miller F1 Komorita(1995)5%} /N4 jl 17 DTk 22 11
265 545 T SRR ST SR )R 2 ) ) OC FR g
T TG 5 R%os, HEERUAHEL, sTikE
2650 5 0T B WERAS IR 2 i) 5 47 AH G .

2.4 BN-Fh i 558 E R

TEA KA IE SCHIBEFT T, 6 T2 P I A i
P AN AR I B A N 5 0 HE o A S BRI T 1 o (H
JEN T SE EL O I T AR, K H DT AT
TS SN IRERSE, M EATH
FEARFI RN > A . BRIk, WF Rl kil o ok
B, —RIEHN F 10 B (input-oriented), R[]
¥ DL B SR TR M A OX TAERBENIE
HOGHE B X TAEPT i oTmks 50— R4 R T
74 (outcome-oriented), H{HT r) FK5 L TAE 23540
B TAE R R 45 It HOGE TES A S
RO o AR, W0 NG TR o e 7 Xk o o =28,
“5F(giving)- H HX (taking) A1) 43 (dividing) . B9 45
R, s H R B sk A 4, AT )
RPAR AU SR H gy T AR 2 . it
TR T Bk UL, 4 B 5 TERECKET,  AbAT]
ST EAEE R E S5 A IS H A ZE T L,
M AG TR, AT T AR AR H
izt H YY) 22 (Syroit and Poppe, 2000).

2.5 Hiih,

W R, 2 EeE sl 2 520 2 1 s U 1)
WP BRI AR N B B R 2
N iR (A L /A o 1 B s WP A R
[F) =2 ) (R O R AR N B 2 5 SR R 3 i, AT TR AT
P44 it (Stake, 1983).

BEAh, TR oy e AT R 9 3 i 7
SO B T O EE I, X85 P AN T
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LI A A4T 4 (O'Malley and Becker, 1984). 45k
W ER o E 2 A E My 2 R v A
OB HOE e s, Al T B AT n) 1 25 B il sk
/IN(Babcock et al., 1995).

17 2 AL 2 O 1 1) A, 2% 5% 1) 23 10 D7 Q) ik
o SRS IURAMEREL, o8 B BAME S BLLA AR
NB BT D, B A3k e Hiih s
AMARLL,  tbRdl g AN B gn Al iR e B O 2
(RFA RN 5 2446, 2011, R, 25(12): 129-132).

10 N W b2 I T R S W R AR/ Pty
A PR R 2= 50

3BT AR BRI E R

NI PR S W W o & U E | S 3 22 R EE ]
TR, ArAaE N, RIS ZE il
AR YR 1Y, SVUITAHEL, ART7 AN EER
BEAN KA T8 B S R 2P i D), -5 Js )
SEZABATHI R LK, ART7 NRINAT 54 et
A ATTHC 23 e BE 22 # 2% RE 4 %2 % A 745 (Leung and
Bond, 1984; Mabhler et al., 1981; Murphy-Berman et
al., 1984)., B T RV 7 AL Z A7 A 225, fEVETT
B NS, e 77 3 B IR Bt KA AH [R] (Fischer et
al., 2007). LANFRATTRE B G AEAN R SO RS T
ATk i 7 2 5

LB RT M ERKF IR
AR, T EABREAA R SRR
SO ST, RIS AEARATT B S DTIREBCR I 1
LT, AT S DTEREN, ABATIIN S5 ik L
DTR LA ke 2 O 5, BSEAE 2~ J5U 00 (Chu and
Yang, 1976). iX— KI5 A D P T ST 45 SR A
I by vt s a1 p2i0 e o Y I N
oA 1 RS B K Ak (Austin, 1980)
FERIAAT 7] b 19 SO A 25 Sl ml WL H AR 59
KA ) L I EEFSE, ZFIT R, 280 BeE 5y
(I, HA LB RIS, i SR
JUEE R % #h 2% 18 1 5 A 75 (Mann et al., 1985).

3.2 XA RERKIERE
W98 RIAEAR R SCAR, A3 B 52 i
Ji NHBEBALAER KIS . AT TR A E
SECT XN MR AT A FE 1R EE RN R
SE T IX oA 7 U R R 7 IR ) 5 | T4
AR K 57248
A2FWNN, A RT3 O &R b1

PR R X 20, IR 250 F SR ik
F KRR A% . B, Leung A
Bond(1984) 4 r [ A1 5 [H 4 1A A BH 57 73 Wi - 1 22 S+
VA BR T B A 32 SCUMEDULAE PR D SCA TP s AT B 2 1)
et o MATTHE HA R SRR 2 SO DI P A B fii ]
TAE AR SRR AT 0 e, I HEE AR TARSE % 18
IR 2. FIFERS, Mann 2 Ak H AR K
NV () L3 Z Py Aottt AN F R 0 Bo g 2R, &R
ROT AR T SOX—YEFE B AN, H# 5
(Mann et al., 1985).

Hui 58 Nt AA—AN N SOXAMigRE )7 kAT
T 5, AT AR T SCRIAS A
TSN IS, AN, At
AN TR R PR3 v n] B B HE A ) R AR R —A N 32 X
fBire), By AANBEZESE 4 A AN E A AA T Sl A
NSRS Lk, A AR AR = SCHAT T EH
X, FEMzE X ki ghie: RS OEA
TS N 2R AN 5 172 55 T3 (sharing)
(B2 5 At A\ A ] 4 (Hui et al., 1991),

BHFETRE, AESM5 s SRRl T
AW ZER E LR R, JCHZS ARG
S ABATER Y, IR Eea i A 235 A mT g
FEI AT IR TR 57 [FIREHL, 5 A
AMPAHEL, AEFAA AP BT AT AT REAKEE A1 Jit W) ke gk
T, BOAFAA NI BT M ai. ok,
Fisher Z5i0 45 H 5 M4 B AR Bl [ 2 Sl o
ZE BRAE DR R A 25 1R S 23 B R I AT RE R R . G
FOR N ZEBR RN S 2R AR R i, L GURE G 3K
JE A A 3 BC T 57 (R ARAE R a] BEVE SN o BIF9T 45
SR, AEFEESRIE AR A AL T, A
PR EE R o TR IR K B AR R
IR FE LR EDUL ) [ 5, 77 3K 50 e A i H (Fischer
etal., 2007).

M, Markus Al Kitayama(1991) 42 i 7 A7 3
(independent self) A4 3k (dependent self)IHE 2,
MANGT 5 IEFI BB = AN J7 TH R L W 2 1 22 57
MArLFOSHE B S BT A L EE2RHEE A S A
an, AKIRSZAE BB RIFAMNEZ . 25
FEEAR R . MRS S, (A 2
IERARE A A3 e P IR SO 22 5, B SL iR T
HUAS 5 [ DA K o (B A B 110 02 1A 98 305 0 T Al e LA
KR EE P o Bz, g5 R EoR, whE A
v (A KA R 2 15 1R % U TG I 1% AR B A o) 4

6
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$(maintenance) (8L, 11T H AHER Ak Y 1% 5E
Z BTN H (task) o W78 Wk FHOX P 2 71 3R
RAE T, 5w R A s X A L, FL ARk
(AL By B s, S OGN Ny, Al A,
M BN R ES TAETH FHRAEZ,
LA HE TAE AR R IR, siResR A ik A
TR T, AT HETERT 23 e 28 1E R N (Kim et al.,
2010).

4 SR IE XI5 vk

AT DG T4 Be 1 SIS 22 SR F AR Sl )
JRiERSE . T5E, FE L BT B A R AR
EMES ERE . ARk, ok, W
TR AR 5 1) 7 RS B 2 IRt 23T
il o PR B0 IC T TR E 1) 8, — o o
TR VOE AR L], SR 5 15 S gk FE v 2
Bk, VERILXT AL DTk & .

i, Hui 25(1991)[WHIFFT, WFFTH & 4 Bk
SIS, LI, BRI S A A
JAR, HOWAELETE—ATBUIAE, 7EmvTmk
N, PRI A BT —
BRI TAER ], —AS N S8R T 30T 55 (1)
80%, FIARM) 20001 TAEAT45 ML B AT 2L 1)
AR TE R AARTEIER 2 T, F 3 S v ) B ik
TR 55 50 H A BRI AT T, A B SR
KA MINZAF R 2 D ERAE AR ? il e e e
ZJr, FARGRELiR M an RIAELS URAT 1M 3L 150 H5
M55 I Rk, AR ARATT % B Y. i%
I3 2 ERIE ?

Syroit F1 Poppe (2000) FIAIF T tH /2 K F 15 S A
PR TR TN -5 R T 1) 43 e 7 206 43 ic
AN IEMFEN . AT 70 BEN-45 35 1) ok
BT N(EFEEI ST AR . SERITR S,
WERHE GR—N M7, bR T — MBI
TAE S BNIART S — A7 R AR AT 58 R T — 3 L
YEATS5, ¢ H B S BN TAER 8] LE R 2 (Dik =
Z MUk B DI R E DL—F, MR 45 851K),
A TSN 57 44 A0 55 R RTRe FEIA ks ) gk
SERTEHIRAAEZ G, AT ATHAGER T RE. 1
SRRz 5, AR L) URTE AR v i i
T H A E L, ARy 2 60 T, W
e R0 H A T R I 557 (AN 100 Jo) 2 2 /b7 2)
SR ) IR () S A EAR 068 T, /R4 9343 60 JT,
HASHRUEAFIRI B VRO N % 3R A5 22 DI 57 (AR
7

100 o)A H RGBT ? )Y IRIIA VEAK A I I 5647 =
Jovk AR, BT CAIRAEAT 160 Tl 57 75 LR K 43
B, Rk Ty 5 P B A 0 ?

18— I % Be aE s, pl il & A s
PICRZE R RO AL )R, SISk e
EEAT I HEEAANELNN), R LHZAS
VETE R SCHRZFR A — TSR 5. AT55 58
Jo s ARSI RA S L, AR R
E AEIRZ A, FINEEA ML, HFRK
KT AR, B NHR TG L AL BT R sk
ATHT ), o A R AR 1575 145%, I B
SRR, A R BEAL R AT 2 B R 1A )
ZAR ML AU % . A RER S T, (g —
G) = 0 (i n RoR/NAFE n A7 5, n<6, gn
FoRVF B GZRTAT I 4L, G IR 72 1) 55
B o3) o BEAS A5 21 n AN 93 B I ECRAE N
AN NI B 24358 o A0/ NLEAT SRS 20T, B
AT 58 T B8 1 56 T % B DUk S PR AG
W5, ERE 2 G2 ERIF 3. BHE
e MILEER, 2 ANAER A RFER A LT T
ANEEL, WH Ry WURGRE— AL /NH L AT 23
S AHIE ), IX AT ARWEAF A2 b5 o —A
TiriER, BRSNS ARG BT PEE
B Jaat AN R, BRPAR NG A )
PERRFEATPEAE o

78 LEEN 73 Be1E SCIRVE SRR T, BIFoE R
R T vt . BRI S50 HAT A i Hok d 1 52 5
T8 LR Ay, S e AT 4
B, AR JE i n) ) LD XA B 7 AR, BPAIE
55 Bl LE A ORRL, SEC [RI I
A 5 b e B . AE R EEE LA H
Be g BRI, 3l 2R ARA R B 4 5 2L U JE AL
HEATHHN (PR3, DLORFR 5 70 Be 45 SR 1) — 2 (Wong
and Nunes, 2003).

5 P

AT 1) 43 BE 1F LI BIE ST 22 5K F A e A 0L 1R 7
3o IXTP 7 V20 5 R A A A KD e A 1) 23 TG
b, ST G NATT 2 AT A AR A 0B 1 A5 R
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BT B R, B SARE A S YoE A
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Ao FLE 2 (W 57 5 BHIR A 7, A A ST
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B EORPRARE F AR o B SRR
T, AHAEILSEATE T, 0T A S SEA R TR
H ORI, T LALE S5 o B ] 1)
TR BRSNS SR PR . IRAh, 64
BB IR A . LESE RN S5 . DTk A
JCAB R ZAH R A5 0T, AN &R0 B2 3K
AR ELEs R Fln, 4552 1 000 Joht, #
TRAN [ (1 23 e 7 2 e Bl 2 e e 2 2 JL B G,
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SEAT AR %5 O R, e ik
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2RI R o, FIR SRR A
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—IAT S, AR T AE AT 55 3k R 3 2 1 R A
AN S RN R I/ S 7.0 e N N OV
SEIMEY), R TR s R
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AT B DR /N, AT s i 4 Dk L AR
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