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Abstract

Objective: To develop a questionnaire to evaluate the homesickness of Chinese college students, and
then test its reliability and validity. Methods: Literature review, observation and interview were
used to compile an initial questionnaire. According to the standardized process of questionnaire
preparation, about 730 college students were recruited as research subjects. Then the obtained data
were analyzed by item analysis, exploratory factor analysis, confirmatory factor analysis, reliability
tests and validity tests. The final questionnaire structure is established finally. Results: The formal
questionnaire includes 18 questions forming three dimensions: emotional connection, contact fre-
quency and hometown preference. The cumulative variance contribution rate was 56.65%. The
questionnaire has good structural validity. The alpha reliability of the total questionnaire is 0.90; the
alpha reliability of three factors is between 0.78 and 0.87; the split-half reliability of the total ques-
tionnaire is 0.84; the split-half reliability of three factors is between 0.79 and 0.88; the retest relia-
bility of the total questionnaire is 0.77; and the retest reliability of three factors is between 0. 66 and
0. 72. Conclusion: The questionnaire developed in this study is well-structured, reliable and valid,
and it can be used as an effective tool to assess Chinese college students’ homesickness.
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Rl B KRR AEBABR, BB RAEHH KRELRE, SHEER73048 KREENFIMR,
S TSR SAT I E 247 . MRER RS BIEHEFR R AERERRE, FLREREEN. &R:
ERAEL18NMEE, AFE3INER, HHERBEREE. BREAFARANRSEE, —4F R TETRE
“N56.63%; A8 A BIF NS HRE . B IRE K N3 —214: /5 B (Cronbach’s a) 50.90, 34NHEFH AN E
— B ¥ 15 B (Cronbach’s a)7£0.78~0.872 H; B HBH > FEERN084, 3INMNEFHFEEEE
0.79~0.882 [f]; M HBENEERN0.77, 3NMHEFRENFEEFE0.66~0.722H. 4ib: A A4l
RSB, B RIFPGEEMRNE, TIEAFERZETRLENERNETR.
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1. 5]

FRT A NI #EA T BB HRRIE X RIS AN B, FE RIS A B
YER] . Moore (2000)IN A, FI&il EAMRIEAC IR TR, 142 4x, FhlRI T o A& 5 U iR RN “ %%
THEIE” O CRIBZIRT . AR SRE, BRIEAMARIR S B E AT “K” K. =
EBEEATHIRRE, MIWEKRED, o N2 H & Tish, Bk ARy TR
BT HOME, HAEREANSE, MINEOESHHREZ, inkRs) TR 0EZ.

ARG AT LA e SR SEBRBCTIUH A PR N2 5 SRS N B = AL R o, (RIS B A m L MR s S i R 5
vy B 1] 31| HT PR 5 () I 32 (Eurelings-Bontekoe, Vingerhoets, & Fontijn, 1994). #Ef&iit, 50%% 80%1 N #RH it
FEIALR, Hrb 10%~15%[ N\ B # 5 5h 452 S0 (Fisher, 1989; Stroebe et al., 2002). KA T AR
BR (KRB et i, SR A DU L IE R . & B KRS, T BAA MR DT 2 (%
AR RAVAJER, AR TOREEAMRN S O, AR5 77 5B R 1 TR, (eE 5K RE H R A1 45 (4=
7T, 2007). {HJ2 K 1S AT 13 B4 R0 38 HRRFE s, S ema AT B R A UG+, B
REFAETEIIRIF, IRt s, fm ANPRacit, X el ) s, A 2 s 22 A 7 e
FERZEA OGS, HRREN G RAE, TEEE LR AR A R B .

— eI R TARKBZ I E TR, HEATRZRE TP, D E eG4 EH,
FER LI AT =AM H—, fEREKRREFIAT AT, Fisher (1989) F XS it i/ ¥ (The Dundee
Relocation Inventory, DRIl & | %748 K B 2 RaX AN o #E R B = A AR R AIG 4 » B 4 24 AN IiH
WR T SIEA KNNRAUKS .. (B2 DRI [— D EBEHAE, AL TANESAEMNTEILENTR
THEET R 1), Pk, E AN RE R T AR5 58, ] an#iid, B el ANFI41 H BE %5 . Eurelings-Bontekoe,
Vingerhoets A1 Fontijn (1994)JF & T 7% 5% 1k 5 (Homesickness Decision Tree, HDT) FH KR 5725 5 (A7 4E
XA 1) A LA 2R BLHEARTRIAT R I . B (30 43 H ok H T DSM-4 Hh 56T 5 5 A E 1 b v
Archer ZEHF 51 (1998) 2 F AN K I 7y B A AL . N ARAEAY DL AR K AT AR I, Skl TR AR K &
(Homesickness Questionnaire, HQ), % RN & | ZE AN A KRS PR FI AT Ay, il “ Fofg A #A KN
W7 CIRAERF RSB o ZERILO WA B o4EER N RERRE” , B4R
BOCRFIRA” o N T HESFARR RS, Verschuur 25 A (2004) 2w 7 — MO8 6 /NJ7 1 il 35,

ik
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Z B REE . BEE. BORSERR S E S TP R AT, A ER, B AR
PEERI NI, B PRI AR KB AL S — A7, AR TR E AR AR
HMAELBRAET), BEXEHEREBRZRNR” . L=, BRI ZE M, Eurelings-Bontekoe,
Vingerhoets 1 Fontijn (1994)y 1 #ff & A 24 5 708 5K SR 5 AR IE T6 5¢ B MR P S il DX 38, WP A i 17 K
J¢E 5 151 B % (Homesickness Vulnerability Questionnaire, HVQ)” , FIFFE &KL, A et PR 2400 T 2 75 52 e
MAR, B, ZIR. WEESTR. RAGMA RS . Eurelings-Bontekoe %5 A\ (1995)7F 2 R 7 1) 3
fith - X w7 &4 29 ANTE I A, RS G e AR E IS RN R, 5N 5 M ER, 25Nk
M. R 2. RIS M A, SORBEARCN NAEZE NI SRR AT . N T8 K Bk A
MR A, b gE R REAEE W 25, Verschuur Z5 0 78 # (2001) ¥ 8 BRI e s 22 N I BEHLEE AR,
Gl TR K GPERRHVQ)” , ZERILHE 7T AMrER: FHRKATI(EL 5 ). AERNE
RABNE A, It 6 @), shrfEEt 13 #). ZIbk(EE 25 ). SCRiEk 17 &), izt 11 8, 1F K
RIEIFRAELSHFGE 8 /). H=, EMFKHINXNJ7 51, Thurber F1 Weisz (1997)%F5%F J L 5425 il
T A CMFER I, AR, B H R S RO 77 2R — 2 o B R I R B TS .
PURAE 2 s, TRt (Carver, Scheier, & Weintraub, 1989) 13 %} 77 A% A % (Folkman & Lazarus,
1980, 1985)3iX P 3 VPt BXT F 77 A KN ANAT A SR B [ £ 71 45, Tilburg, Vingerhoets i1 Heck (1997) % il
T NG 5 N6 ] 25 (Adult Homesickness Coping Questionnaire, AHCQ). 1% [a] #6145 4 Ny &£, 20 HA:
R4 NIUH): BRREEIBUER 116 NUH): RS HPE8E(L10 ANI5H )R [F) 5= (4 N IH )

HARE AN AR T EARR O ER, (HRX T E RS AEXA T, JIHEA &R E T
B, BT XSS MERNZER, hESBAA R IERN KGR, 6% ERFE AN ER LR,
XFF R E KRG, SR SCEE A RO SR AR % o FRATE e mT DUREL, 57 T3040 5 5 Al
% TTREFEAUARE R RGE R 1 J5 T — R BRI RN, BRI AME A& — S R, AT R
BIREK T 5 R FITEEAD) . BRI DR (I E& 75, 2011). BRibz 4k, HE AT
SR IR AT A B I ok HL A SCRE AR, B AR SRR, 5T B AR RO SO R AR
AR (I ee, 2014). HENFRERK, JLFNFRUKAERTEANN—EFERALOLEETR, H
P ERE S — M E R L SUIE R, R DL A Z AL S B A B R (M [ R, 2004). 5L
I (2003) 48 A N F H 50 B AR 2 v [ SCAG I BUBSARRAE, M) ST 4k A B, B 2 e KRR
FE AR A TG B G o BRI R (2000) 3 “AEHE, AN ABRGB T F, MAMSHUERRE, Kk
NN NERIMEAIIFE S o BTUARME AT RAESS, WIRZAHSE A CR, X TERKT, HFIETN
H — S A [ 1 SR B 2 o [N 7 SO B DUASARE R B BRI RT L, AR RAE S H# Hl, (H2
WX PR AE P E 0 B BRI & U B DR AT 70 7E 78 40546 DU AR S PP TR & S Hig 1)
Bl b, gmi TIEH T E RS R A, T AR R E R AR AR AR S0

2. W&eEHE
2.1. EEFREWESERE

W, B TFRE T, EaE LR bRt 10 4K ERE A SR CIREK” EE, AR
CIRERT PO BRI LR AT RRIL. TR BT A R, AL, &FEfL, fiE. R)5E
I A SCOCER AN R R, XA H TS R, BT XK S AVNAT S, AW g T A
21 AN T0H BIRTGE A

¥ 20 ANTEBEHLHEES, KA Likerts s5il4r, AlX RN “EEAFE =17 “ARFE =27 “AH
E =37 “LBRFE =47 “REEfE =57 .
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22. FEMNREFEDRR

FEA 1. BEAUERCE R IWARSHBA RS FHRIRFE R A, LRBUTE 421 4, [EIK
AR 399 1, WA RN 94.77%. il FIHIEE N 22.79£2.95 & F34: 143 A (15 35.8%). 4
256 A\ (/5 64.2%); JhE 122 232 \(58.1%). A4 120 167 A(41.9%): A&+ 93 A(23.3%). IliH 115 A
(7 28.8%). I 191 A(ri 47.9%). ZFEAM T HABLH 4. SREMERZE 47, LA Cronbach’s o 15
JE RHU 5

FEA 2. BENLEICAL S (RSN RIME S . g R AR R &, R0 4 300 £, [0k
AR 292 4, WA BEN 9T%. PR TIFR N 22.63+2.72 % 5i4E 121 AN(ih 41.4%). L4 171
A( 58.6%): M2 170 A(58.2%). ML 122 N (41.8%): A4 58 A(19.9%). IliH 92 A(4
31.5%). IRTT 142 N (i 48.6%). 1ZAF A T 56 E 14 PR 35 20 B R0 280bm 2505 40 #7

FEA 3: IEBUL R B AR RS R A A, SLRRA A 40 4y, BIWCA RN A 39 By, WA RN
97.5%. iR T4 N 19.54 + 1.41 55 T34 14 A (1 35.9%) %A= 25 A (1 64.1%); JiAE T4 22 N (56.4%)
JEMA T4 17 N (43.6%); RHF 16 A (41.0%). 8L 11 A (4 28.2%). Il 12 A (/i 30.8%). iZFEAH T
IS BE T

2.3. HiEALTE

i 1 SPSS19.0 X} AT 43 i HEAT /AR YL AT, 00 H 3B, IRZR R 2 0B LA FE R 56 - -l AMOS21.0
STEAE B ATIRAF YR R 0T, RIS TE By df. CFI. GFI. NFI. TLI. RMSEA &3k,

3. R
3.1. MBS
T 45 R 2 2 A0 M IR (R AR 1) 40 i 4 LR A0 4L, [X 40 S I R 2 0 4 v PR 27% R R
B 279%, XX PRI A TE B R4 40 B HEAT RO G, 5 AR IO R B T LA, RN AT S
By 2 T BIHIE, H T B % FIHE RO (D < 0.40) I FRIF S % . 45 5L SR BT A UTAE i I A 4 393k % P <

0.001 FEEZEEAR, (HZA 2 @(QL4 1 Q18)5 M/ Z IRIIAHIEARIL 0.4, HULMIFRIX 2 AN, R
19 T, PRE IS B> Z M FARR R BOY7E 0.4 BLE, AARLRILE 1.

Table 1. Relevance between the item and the total score

1 M5 RS EMEX R

FRI ELid JEIG 4
QL) HATHEFRMFAILR. 0.552 Q11) REUFFEBEIFH. 0.434
Q2) LINAF AN IRIR F 0.504 Q12) FINANFK AL T LIK, 0.682
Q3) FIBW MK NI HAFA T T 0.459 Q13) LKL WK, 0.689
Q4) EXNRK AL, 0.657 Q15) I A L ZIEIK . 0.516
Q5) Tk & HIFHE NI B 5 0.632 Q16) WHERKMK S . 0.539
Q6) MZFKANTE—HE, FIRGABHL o 0.662 Q17) R ikIEHIRA TE K. 0.661
Q7) WABEMAMEK NFE— L. 0.641 Q19) XFXK %, RAMERIFMEILZ. 0.587
QB8) FRILAEK AN K RARE. 0.614 Q20) I BAER £ AT 0.498
Q9) RELAIFIA, FARERK. 0.643 Q21) HWEXHMAMBEHF S . 0.536
Q10) FAERK HIEEIHUA 0.643
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3.2. MESH

321 BRMEERS

BRI A BIE(REA 1, n = 399)2 HiE G Z= 4, 458 %R, KMO {4 0.905, Bartlett Bk
TEAG G 45 25 (P < 0.01), 3 5 W AU LU A& 4 FH IR R 0 T R AR R 1) 5 (M G5 M 20 o 42 B DL R P A0
EAETE: 1) HPREERTEET 1; 2) HIBRLERENT 0.3 IH; 3) HIBREMIKT 0.45 1)
TiH : 4) BARETFZR=DEE =ATH ; 5) BIBRAFERNG AT B A E A R o SR H 3805757« Promax
RIACTRFAEFRHEE R T 1 MR 4 4, R ZMRERN 60.80%. DGR MR, A KL FfiE.
SLIR B RIS 45, 2 2 Ve, B IR FLR EE/NF 0.3 BUBII(QLYL), f& S 3 NA R, 18 MBI,
fifeRE 1 & T7 2511 56.63%, T H K# E T 0.540~0.862. HAKNE 2.

Table 2. Factor loads
= 2. BAFHf

— Y
T I 45 Ik AR EE -2
Q2) HINAFAST M EE, 0.733
Q3) TR AT NI EAGAH J) 5 0.638
Q4) HEXNMAFNLEN, 0.551
Q6) MF AL, BT, 0.779
Q7) WAEMMENFFIE—IE. 0.814
Q8) FRFEHEFIHK AR RAEE 0.540
Q10) FAEZK BB A 0.794
Q12) TN NF e 2K 0.660
Q1) AU RMENIKR. 0.694
Q5) EiEhEHFNFNI G . 0.632
Q9) REAWFE], It lElsK. 0.862
Q13) HoLHBER. 0.791
Q15 FIBARA AL [FI 5K 0.597
Q16) HHEUKMEZ . 0.850
Q17) K ZikPIKIRA B, 0.747
Q19) XTx %2, WAMZRIFHEILZ, 0.793
Q20) LM &L RTER 2 AT 0.735
Q21) EMFHAMEINEK Z . 0.750

WRIG AT EE RABERIE, SR F#ETar 4. BIR 1B 8 MEH, TEYW M FK SRR
W, Bk 40y “RERERGS s R 2 W 5 M, BRI RS FRME LR, Fitdr 4y “ B
AR 5 R3OS MEH, EEW RN KSR, Bt dn “Xe B2 .

3.2.2. BNFE RS

N T HE— AR E R AR S R G S R S B, RREAS 2 i (n = 292)BEATIRAEPERI R 70 e

R IERER, BE 3 BT KGR TG TEARIEE] T A2 KT
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Table 3. The model fitting index of Chinese college students homesickness questionnaire
= 3. PEXRFEDRE) SRS IEH

yldf RMSEA CFI GFI NFI IFI TLI AGFI

A% 2.660 0.076 0.923 0.888 0.883 0.923 0.908 0.851

Brib 2 Ab, 2% 500 5 8 23 Z 1A I 5% R 0 95 ) DA B i 4 R 25 R RO < 36 4 BOAR SR AT 2
25 2 7 2 () P AR ROAR G, 1 % R 1 5 B 7y () S R SR R AR K

Table 4. Correlation analysis matrix of Chinese college students’ homesickness questionnaire
= 4. PERFEDKE)EHEX D ER

A 15 IR EIES KL ER RSy
1 IRk A 1
T R AT 0.557" 1
Ko B% 0.565™ 0.459™ 1
TFR Ay 0.886™ 0.783" 0.808™ 1

VE: "P<0.05 TP<001, R,

3.2.3. WHARKERHE

XIREAS 2 B2 AT ROhm SRR A 38, DASC BRI i) 5 (0 DR i & ik 2, 2009) - 4ERE 73 AL 73 VRN
(RIS 2k, AAICBUBR (50, 1995) AN AR iy B B2 (B /RIS &VFIZE - 2009) 1 TN R b itk AT AH 5% 73 A
W 5 prow, HERAAE RS G B RS 7 SIOMR S 2B FE AR, 5CEHMKN R B3 1R
Ko FEAETHHESLTH, BRIECRMUR YA RSN, HABAERL S S BRI, RRIIEAR
U (R RAAR RIR U -

Table 5. Criterion-related validity
=5 PRKBKYESR

15 IR A FETIES RS ER FR Ay

A -0.413" -0.169™ -0.236™ -0.346™
AR R 0.452" 0.060 0.203" 0.315"
SCBHKZS 0514™ 0.544" 0.362" 0.570™

5 R fE St B3R AR G 1 AG E tEA AT R MR VRAY, A2 XTI — SRR B IR 36 (5 5%, 2014). ARBFFELA
Cronbach’s o 5 4345 B A8 U5 FEAVE N 10 4645 BE IO B X HR bR o RPREAS 1 J0EAT 30— SRS, FEA
2 TR G, FEA 3 T 28—Vt 4 B HREZNE, DM ERNENGEE. HF5
SrMT IR, S5 Cronbach’s o 5% 0.90, 3 AME-F 1 Cronbach’s o {5 % 7E 0.78~0.87 2 [A]; 045
HI7 A5 0.84, 3 NEITHIZ L5 EAE 0.79~0.88 2 i), M ZHEMASE N 0.77, 3 ANFETHIENIE
JEAE 0.66~0.72 2 7], 45 FAENLE 6,
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Table 6. Reliability analysis of Chinese college students homesickness questionnaire
6. PEAFETROENEESH

15 IR L FE S KL HER TR Ay
Cronbach’s o (n = 399) 0.87 0.78 0.84 0.90
A5 (n = 292) 0.88 0.79 0.88 0.84
HEIEEE(n = 39) 0.66™ 0.72" 0.72" 0.77"

3.4. RKEETROIR S

3.4.1. REEBRNEEB/IER
XHEEA 2 $dE (n = 292) AT ik - Se it W RNl AR 5K 2 43 7E 34~90 4y 2 [A], M = 67.66, SD = 12.10.
BT B33 100 2 0543 B 43 A NI AL IE 25 40

342 REEBREBINESRALHES

X B ORI R 2P ARG G M YR 7 AT MO REA ¢ 006, ZPUGRN, RS, 1R
YT UL IR R AEFE b, GG RS T AN, MAEXZ EREE EERARE, AARERE

=7,

Table 7. Gender differences in homesickness scores (X  S)

Fz 7. BRETHIMINERX£9)

F(n=121) %Z(n=171) t{H
WE I, 65.19 +12.71 69.42 +11.36 -2.980™
i R I 4G 30.62 £ 6.22 33.25+5.28 -3.779™
B R AR 15.35+4.21 16.69 + 3.99 —-2.769"
FLH 19.22 +4.82 19.48 £ 4.42 -0.470

MR RS TAR LI K5 2 S S HEAT R T 2 0T, SRR, A %R BE(F = 652, P <
001). H—HHFHKEN, AEFE KA AT AME T 5P R E R,
PRI AR DA B I AR, BHLE S,

Table 8. Love situation differences in homesickness scores (X + S)

= 8. BERAFERNAFEBR DML (X £9)

BHD BRPLELA WEIAELL RO F W L%
(n=164) (n=43) (n = 85) P<0.05
AEF Iy 68.45 +11.99 61.67 +11.26 69.18 +11.94 6.521" @ < OO

4. Wi
4.1. hEKXFEEBRNEHIER

AH T LS BIAG 1 S AT IH 70 A A2 IR IER R MR R i, e (R 208 H 18 4, A5 1A
TARUOUIERERES . BAMEMK 2 5%, X 3 MR TREBA IR F L. WIEE KRS
P a s 3 AMET IS S WU A fabn B, RIS B0 1) 5 A B G AL . RObR RIRA L 8
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s AW FUG ] 0 ) % R AR S AR TR S A AR R B AR, R MIZ ) A B (O R R R
MPE. TG E IR B, AT EEXS Cronbach’s o (5 R 4145 B2 R ECH EIME FE R4
BEAT T oM, TR =RME R MO BOVEAR, RYNZIN G B A B 5 6.

TR AR, EERMERAENR ERNMORHEARLE, iEx BN FEsZ, 55N
FOESE, X F A BOV BRI ER, B MFENE R, JETERER” BRI
MWL 5F 8 I, HRAMURLELAAE 5 MEI, T EW RS FMF AR, S E TS
JREBAT AR, B “WABFERMFABR” o AR, RRERZER” o RE-NMEERX
28%, GHEAUEREEHRN TR LIRS, i “RERERNEK S 555 M,

BRI R MR IR — MR IR TR, ERZEEVIRAE AL AL, H—
FEXT LU A1 H TR A ), AR 5K ) B R 2 6 BLAE T AR TR B PP, B S SEmt 7T, AT B XX
I BEAT R R AN T H TR BARAE 1) S g ] A1 R rh BRI TR A SN BIE T, (H R BN TSR
ER SRR, M2 EME A N bR B s A, IR Ry S R SN
VT SEA B, (R TE ) B HE e T (228, 2018). =A% 1) 35 (K& F VS B PR+ K242k, RILAE
JREERE T, AT R R E AT A

4.2. REAZETBROIR

I SRR ST DA, P ER AR F AR S REUERLERS A, X U8 H T4 R
B R 2 AR AR ORI R A7 ABATREA L 28K, BAKBR AN, —WRIEAFA S FRIOCE, R XS
FNFFEEBONRERRR, SFENRFAE GBS B, T E O 5 i — 01 i 2 2 5
A A S, FNTEE OfH 77 Z R, SRS AR AT AT DR SR 35 Bh i 4

MN O 5HE R E, B ERREE PR EER, WHEERE Ay, BRIP4 DLk
FRGEER Y RE ST B IR 4105 BN DA 74 RAH— 8 155055 N (2011) F R 2228 BloR
MRS ) 0 B PRAEAR K22 AE R A R 45 R o, R AE AR AT N BESR A 4 SR i i, 18 3 1 B
Gy BRERR B . TR A5 N (2016) A AU 45 SRR B, TESRFImiEY, LARRGER T5E: WEFRERS
ACBEVEE , 7 VA 30 T R R B B AIN AROTBOR o K1) SCARIAN 72 5 (2015) R 76 A1 2 BH L AR 380 55 A G A SR 5B 11
TR o AL, A FU 45 BB 5 P 7 A S S0 — 2L, Verbrugge (1985) HIMH 7878 BH 4o bb 55 14 T N7 5K .
Archer Z56JF 57 # (1998) % K — g 2= AE AT, RILB W RHAEEBRYgEE LAERERER, LK%
A KBRS AR BE T 1y o A AT A M 2 LU S PR AR SR ? I 2812 (1992) 48 i, 53 Lo PEAE A I AR 56 1)
HZ. MBS R e T EAAEX S, LS B, EEREUREE . AU X AT RABL T
G T AN ZE 5, Lot G F R s HA B R 19 B0 12 338 5 DA R hof 1 &8 406 2R A7 B8 5k ) SRR (Gur,
Gunning-Dixon et al., 2002). 534, HHEHTAEBEEEP KPR ER M7 o “Rg” . “5BILEHE
Agsn” SEM, FREBEMAESKEMA, FN, BFXERSHAE, B E T ELSr W
A REAFEAL VTN, ARBERE A CMAREZ, FWERENAS EEIH T 2 5 %5
W

XF PR R, PN RS RS R E LT SRR Z L E B R
¥ Erikson (1963)ff1 LB JEFR L, KEFAALT A R0, A SRR, A B mE A% 54
FIFR, R Z N MBI B B R RS o T LB ARANMR T AR S0 G B, {H R BE B 4E
RETIGHC, AN T LB 4 7 B K BE 2 A1 HoAl N (Gorrese & Ruggieri, 2012). litk, WEZFHFELIA
KEA R FREE AR T R R, SR APIRS MR M 2 R 1R 2 TR E R R b, MEM
F N AZ AR NI, T S0s S8R 2, AR ARSZ X EH H .
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E&WE

A 2GR A SR B RO FE A A O T H ¢ rp 2 AR RO B 5 AR 15 SR AR U AL
TRIH S HRFEETS 0020344 5.

SE WK

AR, 753E(2011). FH/ADHERIH T AR WS TR RS, 1 E (O FF 7 %, 19(12), 117-119.

BF#(2014). R ARG SRR, o F 2RO 74.%, 22(8), 1177-1181.

7K $.(2018). T /DA A MRS A A AR VT 1] S gm0 FEFE R 507/, 6(10), 41-49.

AR (2007). 25/ CHFABIESOFEH TS, W83, B R K.

XISCH, #:52(2015). IR AT DT AR AESERRIIRR, FERFEOFE 55, 23(4), 559-563.
JBREEIIR(2009). AZfI5: (411G =47 bat: JEat R At
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