Advances in Psychology OB Z2HERE, 2021, 11(5), 1187-1196 Hans iXJ
Published Online May 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.115134

eI T ARFElEMERMNN TR
XA : FIETRRTRE

£, oY, R#FY, KRE, e, KmF?

PR R R SO E A P, TP BT
TR K HE B, T T

SR} [ FEWNE = §= = PR i I 2 N

Email: 595474956 @qq.com, “lijinde198526 @163.com

Woks H . 20214F3H31H: FHER: 202145140 & A HM: 202145 H21H

R

EAETFER, RUFRDRIRE BN RRIENERA T AR R OB ERRA S
AR, ARE REFHTHT XA R W e RS SR, X8 R LS 5T T 2808
Rigo. %t EREE, AXEERNEFMAETERRG “RR - E0” B8 RE, REEEERER
MBS (FIRRIT R R EABRMER) , UE (PERIAERBRAMR) « (R5 T ER)

A (MAEEFER) HEEBRXT AERRELREHEE RN S AEIL3398 AT THIR; &)E,

R FASPSSSERAEXT MRS RAAT TR0 SRR Frif ik R e A b R 0 K
ALEERROLENE, g amEgmy X, XARRLER ST, REFERE K¥4E
DEBRREHRNE, B4 TSHERRTTENEMERRRE.

XK ia
WRGEIRAG 2, Bk, MER, NN, 0

The Influence of Neuroticism and Coping
Style on Depression of College Graduates
during the Epidemic of COVID-19:

A Moderated Mediating Model

Xiaoling Mao'?, Jinde Li%*, Jinqing Zhang'2, Fengjuan Zhang3, Jinming Liu?, Qiongfang Lin2
'Mental Health Education Center, Guangxi University for Nationalities, Nanning Guangxi
TEIAEH .

XESIH: BN, F4E, KIS, KRS, XA, AREITT(2021). B A T RS A 2 5 AN RN 5 5
SHNAR I S2 0 AT R, OB RE 11(5), 1187-1196. DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.115134


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.115134
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.115134
http://www.hanspub.org

BN F

’School of Education Science, Guangxi University for Nationalities, Nanning Guangxi
*Education Department, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin Guangxi
Email: 595474956 @qq.com, “lijinde198526 @163.com

Received: Mar. 31%, 2021; accepted: May 14", 2021; published: May 21%, 2021

Abstract

It had been proved that sudden major public health events such as the Epidemic of COVID-19 will
have adverse effects on the mental health of college students. In order to find a good intervention
method and measures to reduce the negative impact as much as possible, the research on its im-
pact mechanism was particularly urgent. In view of the above problems, this paper first put for-
ward a “diathesis-stress” model with mediating and moderation effects; then, according to the
model hypothesis, the new designed psychological scales, namely, The Pressure Perception scale
for COVID-19, as well as Simplified version of China’s Big Five Personality Questionnaire, the Sim-
ple Coping Style Scale and the Self Rating Depression Scale, were used to evaluate all senior stu-
dents returning to school in Guangxi. Finally, SPSS and other software were used to analyze the
test results. The results showed that: the proposed model can effectively describe the impact me-
chanism, influence way and influence mode of the new crown epidemic on the mental health of
college students, which provided a reference method and valuable way for psychological counsel-
ing and intervention in Colleges and Universities to reduce the impact of the COVID-19 on the
mental health of College Students.
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1. 5|8

2020 47, AR DRI i 58 (B SCRIFRHNE ) A BRI, O R TR W UOBE RS AN SO et i ¢ 26
B NGt BN B0 R AR O AR TR, 0] e 5 8 0 1) B Akt o 7 A — g I AR L, R 1
EMAFECRFY, 45, 2020)0 IR — M WY, BA TREUERTEROBDRE, ISR I AR A O
Bk AT TR LB YEIRSE, IR AEREE BT FEARIREERG SEAH SRR R, A )™ B A
(K B Cofi REAN AT B, EE AR = & I A A B RAT . A U 2 R B S 18] K 2 A s A
A 21.6% (BHGE, =W, £, 2020). KPUSAER BB T 58 LI SCBe it kB
Pz, XAt 2 AR EE AN Ji Fe i ZORE T 2 (R 77, IR 2 T2 O0E, B,
BRSPSy A=A B e N ARG 267 A2 N, XA R = T O BB 3 AR B X

“ERI - R SR ER R By S T A AR LA FOR R R A ML . — B, A
RO Gy R, SRR LSRR B 6 AV SRS s A, MR R BT, 5
AR, ) 75 2 B R A S B 70 A BE B WA (Franck et al., 2016). fE N —FULIRR IR, At 50
ME o R EY), P2 FOHIAS RRE M RT 7E A QAT IR, RIARZE 5 AT DLELE M A (R A
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4, DA SO E S Brs RS Bl AR A 22 i T DL B2 HL AR RS 2 (st 1) AEAR 2R AR F A A A LA
£, CAEWIFCIEY 1R 75 AL BFURAS S 48 (R T A E R COP0E:, W50, PR, 2018). 2R
JRA 53 e B NAG ] 40 1 358 DP Ay B8 L pg e R B s, T AT SE A 1 4 R [ 3 P )
AN TE EAT 5 IR (Barnhofer & Chittka, 2010), AT RAZRAR AAAT T2 SR FH I AR (0 Mt 77 T (AR B £
JSEX} 75 AR AN IS 55 B AAS STt — A AR A 2 5 AT DS 2o a7 I 2 5 i IR 7 4 (B i 2).

CA B RESAEFT TR BERIAILENL B KGR w2 AL s ) KA e, SR
ANACERAT AT RE HHDUWAR AT 25, LA MBI 5 R B S TG (PTSD). [RIFE, fE N AIE A BN,
WU AR AP A 0 e ) 22 TR e I 2 LR A B AN I SRS . BRI, AT TR B T BUS S A
IIRR T 28 BRI (B0 3). 53— J7 T, SR NA% R ZAE DR S AR TS 45 1R VR, H AT £ 22
A=MW1 AL NSRS 25 R o E R (RE I, RIUH, 2012); 2) AARLERIBEIF
AU 25 TR I 1 1 (W52, 45, 2019); 3) NS AR AL Rl 4 UM 75 28 [R1E 50 F (& 2013).
ASCEFF S =P RO RECE A B 2 1K) e 0 AT BRSO 28 S AR T AR o B R, AT A 454
20 TR AR SR, BIH e B AT DAY 5 40 4 O H0A8 1 B AR FH (B st 4)

[, Wizt — 0 25 8 R 1) LR A Ji K2 B A A B B I AL DA 2 A, ]
XFBERA AR L5, P2 FURERAEIXM 5 77 2 5 2 (0 R R PV AR X 5 2, T AS A A FH AR AR R X
J3 2 RITE e R AT LA 19 48 22 Rt T AR AR R S X 5 sCRaE %, AT T 2 AR (I 5). BN, B
TR EENE I 2 MRS SCRF R G RN, AT SREUKAT R BHIRAR D, 3 BUMASR I AR N0 264
A—RERE AP FEIRIRE,  (ELTE AR X 2548 DU AT ™ A LU I SERERE RO 25 2R, B e e i i i
T RLX 7 ARSI FE L, AT A T o St A £ T 324 F (Bt 6)

ER PR, ASCHIE TRT SRR CILIE 1), BURSAEE A B T GO b s AT AR BRI

SV

BN 7
Figure 1. Moderated mediation model

L. BETHHNEE

2. WEEFE
2.1. J&R

XA R R IR AR B AR KU Be L A 3398 N (BIE AR ek A B R IR BB TN, A 2R A
100%. A, B4 1197 AN(35.2%), & 2201 N(64.8%): M ET & 937 N(27.6%), JEMET & 2461
N(72.4%); G &A1k B <7 48 [ 2 A (R S TR I~ 42 DA ) 769 N(22.6%), LB ~F & %A 2629 (77.4%) .
22. TR

1) SHRY TR i 48 2 175 1K 7 8% k1 B % (Pressure Perception scale for COVID-19). A H w2, 3t 4 NI
H, HTMEAMRIEF RS N R, NIRRT o\, WEEBESNgERE
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AT AL, A 3 ANEE, ol M SRR R E T W I AR KRR R
R IE ARG Kbe. BE . SRR, MREER S S, B “LEERE” 2 kA, WIRE
Hrem” “3kAT, MIRARERW” “4 kA, AR CSRAER, XNERAEER”
WG, AR AR TR B S B N AR R, A 1 A, R R e R R IE B AR R,
RN S BTy, B CLIRET C2ERFET “3URRET C“4 AR “SHRE” , 4 B EURINE AR
175 ) 5 BN ) 73, 5088 v i WA S22 17 P 5 M K

FHIPOR — 43k 500 NHEAT T, R IR ) A — B EC 0.783, HIRZRMER 1708 &K 4 N ITH
A DA EL— AN BRI, HATURFFIEAR A 2.446, ffRe &7 2214 61.139%, DUANIT H (1480407 525053 7119 0.720.
0.778. 0.819 F10.807, FFHMIE=ZR, Wl LGHTIEXMA . AHFFZEHR K Cronbach o ¥ 0.71,
FrE 22 20K .

2) A E K T K W) 45 1) 77 4 il (Chinese Big Five Personality Inventory brief version). H Lk, #
WERH AR T~ 2011 42T, AW R T M&E &R MH , L85 8 N%H, RH 6 it
B “LBeARE” “2RMAAFTE” “FBAHRAFE” “AARMFE7 “S.KMO/E” “6.588M
G7, S E R MR E FURHEBR 2 . JE 2R A Cronbach a REHN 0.81, A4 Cronbach a
FHN 0.86.

3) fij 2 Mx} 5 2 & 2R (Simplified Coping Style Questionnaire). 7T 1998 F-4wl, —ILH 20
ATUH, Heo12 ANEH T ERR N, 4 8 MR HEARN X . KA 4 HoEa, Bl “1AKRIYY

QMR AR “4.8% R, s AR RO T OB EORBRTE R . R E R
TR IS Xt A A WX 73 B R ) Cronbach o R %7174 0.90 0.89 A1 0.78, AHFFL /)57 0.88+ 0.92
F10.80,

4) AR H P& 3R (Self-Rating Depression Scale). H William W.K. Zung T 1965 “E4wil, I H T4
BIVACRAS R ERE, LHERT PN, B 20 MOIH, 10 AN IEFTE @ 10 A v e,
KH 4 HEor, B “1EABURAE A “2 /NS iR “3 A 2107 “ 4. 48 K5 7 B A I 1|) 7
Sy BB U MR AR A B . ZEREE NSV HTZ, B RIFIENE, KR ERN
Cronbach o %4 0.87.

2.3. Geit ok

AR K EXCEL BN, BFENGRIEIE SN SPSS 24.0 #ATHIE M1, A RAMG T HikEE
H: . RSP AEES .
2.4. HEFERERE

ARXHEMAEEH KA T BRRE FNFTNE, X SEERFEmE, Fik, &K
A Harman 5. [R 2 A WAL ) 5w Z A 5 o S B TR I R e R R I i 45 51, JLFH 9
MNARTFHIEMER KT 1, AR TFRRERERE 21.51%, &/NT 40%, XU AR SO AR B A7 AL
FL[E] 7 A Z ) a] Be A .
3. &R
3.1. BRI RER

3.1 EEES WER. NNGRFMBHAOFZEERER ST
ZMOTREAR t RIR I M L, B R A XA R BRI R E I R, BT
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AR A HEE ST HAEGERLE D). EREMA b, IR A 500 22 A AR B ) AN AR S P
NHET EAAERERNZER . B S, AR AR R S B T e, R 2 AV RS
MABACTMAEZEGENE 2). ERGAETEN L, A8TETN AN, AR
AHIAR =7 LRI 20 B3 T B P 2 2 AR (PR LR 3).

Table 1. The gender differences of variables
= 1. TENMRNERMAR

4 (n=2201) H(n=1197)
t P
M SD M SD
et 8.53 2.884 8.09 3.08 4.08 <0.001
LR 24.78 6.80 22.19 7.15 10.27 0.000
AR L% 222 0.56 2.06 0.65 7.08 <0.001
TH AR RS 1.23 0.55 1.17 0.61 2.65 0.008
4R 45.58 10.36 44.77 11.08 2.08 0.037
Table 2. The difference of variables in whether the only child or no
=2 TEAZEMHE FHNERHR
75 (n=2461) F(n=937)
M SD M SD t ’
et 8.53 2.96 7.98 2.95 4.83 <0.001
FUEZY T 23.79 7.029 24.06 7.04 -0.98 0.328
AR SRS 217 0.59 2.15 0.60 1.02 0.309
TH AR LT 1.20 0.56 1.25 0.60 -2.52 0.012
I 45.30 10.54 4527 10.84 0.07 0.946
Table 3. The difference of variables in whether there was left behind experience
=3 TEARTETLHERMR
15 (n =2629) J(n =769)
M SD M SD ' ’
Pt 8.20 2.95 8.99 2.92 -6.58 <0.001
2 IR 23.66 7.05 24.57 6.94 -3.17 0.002
AR LR 2.16 0.60 2.18 0.59 -1.00 0.316
TH AR R X 1.21 0.58 1.21 0.55 0.21 0.831
B 45.01 10.73 46.25 10.19 —2.94 0.003

3.1.2. ERESN MAER. EXARXFANGEEXDH

2t Pearson FHR T ARIL, IR SBENE A7 #hA SR AR BT 7 sSAFAEIEAR R, SRR NN A7 4E &
FH W GARSC, BIBERE R 77 2 SRR Al 2T 7 S50 vy DU 2 By, T AR I X g O 04 73
HOBAR .  AAHIR R B R R 2R BT A S R 5 (r = 0.60),  HUGRARIIN (r = —0.54), PIFEIEF] T
SEREFEAN G SIVHIHS 25 ABEE s 0 BRSO (A R s BEARXT B N e 1 4 FTom
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Table 4. Correlation analysis among variables

4. TEBPBEXDH

M=SD Pt PRy AR X THAR B LI
Jett 8.37+2.96 1
FUEZY 23.87+7.03 0.3 1
RS2 %f 2.16 +0.60 —0.09%** —0.29%** 1
TH AR RENF 1.21+0.57 0.10%** 0.30%** 0.19%%* 1
I 4529+ 10.62 0.24]%** 0.62%%%* —0.54%%* 0.23 %% 1

VE: =K p <0.001.

3.2. AP MIREEE

PLARZE Ji N AR B (X), PATH AR X (M) FIRR AR % (M2) A A28 &, DA T 31 R 15 A8 2 (W),
AR AE R ()R B F R R AT, IR H SPSS K Process F& 7 X R TS HEAT A 46 . RN MEI
MAESE RS A AT 3 AN X AR B AR AR N X R AR N A R, (] A DR AR AR A S,
Fr U RIAG 3G oxhix 3 MR st AT ], BARKGIGEE R LA 5, BMAaAEKILE 2.

Table 5. Test of moderated mediation model

5. BETHRRM RGN

FEURR L% T AR K HHK
B 95%CI B 95%CI B 95%CI
WA 0.06%** 0.03~0.09 -0.01 ~0.04~0.02 45.19 44.81~45.56
P51 —0.23 %%+ -0.27~0.19 -0.001 —0.04~0.04 -0.73 —0.60~0.45
A 0.023 —0.02~0.07 0.05% 0.006~0.09 -0.38 —0.93~0.17
B = 0.04 —0.004~0.09 -0.02 -0.06~0.03 0.63* 0.04~1.20
FLZ R —0.03%%* —0.03~0.02 0.02%%* 0.02~0.03 0.62%%* 0.58~0.67
Wi -0.002 —0.009~0.004 0.001 —0.005~0.008 0.18%%* 0.09~0.27
MR x JENEE ) 0.0007 —0.0001~0.001 0.0003 —0.0005~0.001 0.02%%* 0.01~0.03
AR SRS —7.94%%* —8.39~7.49
FAMRIRT x et 77 0.28%+% 0.14~0.43
TH AR R 3.46%** 3.00~3.92
THARRINT < Bt g -0.02 —0.17~0.12
R 0.34 0.30 0.74
R’ 0.12 0.09 0.55
F 76.27%%* 55.15%%% 41942+
F=76.27" ,R?=0.12
bR e 000 B
BRI < T |
SR <t 1) |
* R2=0.09,
F=55.15"" 0.0003
Figure 2. Path diagram of the model
B 2. HRE I EREE
1192 Lok frE
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HIZ 5 AT, Ao B A ) SO0 VAT, IR I 3w A 36 3o AR 2 0 R0 A 7 o 0 A ] 45 5
BN e IR B A B I [ BN, R B e D i = AN R AR R, E e, T
Js 73 RT VAR 5 A0 22 o X U0 B4 LA AR RIS B “ A ot X Bt I /)7 A W2 1), R PTRCR B L 3,
RIS RN 6, ULHIREE s AT HIGn, FP2e B AR 9 B4 IE 3 WA E I RCR e iR .
Yo PN I 70T LA 5 RO S o AR B R e A Y RO LI “ BRI X B I ) w251,
RORILIE 4, BARKIGEE R I 7, W ULE HBEHE BN T 77 AOHE TN, Ao 8 Rt 008 F) ) 122 T 1 RCR
REALEFER.

EEEN=11.34(Z=1)

i &8 E/=8.37(2=0)

B
BB E=5.41(Z=-1)

\ 4

2R

Figure 3. The moderation of epidemic stress (a)

E 3. ZIEEATER )

A

i

. EIEEN=11.34(Z=1)

Z1BES=8.37(2=0)

ZBES=5.41(Z2=-1)

»
R R
Figure 4. The moderation of epidemic stress (b)
4. B IEEFETIER (b)
Table 6. The moderation of epidemic stress on direct effects of neuroticism
* 6. BEENMHEREZEERNET
et 7 Effect SE t P LLCI ULCI
5.41(Z=-1SD) 0.56 0.03 20.18 <0.001 0.50 0.61
8.37(Z=0SD) 0.62 0.02 29.92 <0.001 0.58 0.66
11.34 (Z=1SD) 0.69 0.03 24.16 <0.001 0.63 0.75
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Table 7. The moderation of epidemic stress on indirect effects of neuroticism

= 7. RIBENHEREEERBET

PRl Effect Boot SE BootLLCI BootULCI
541 (Z=-1SD) 0.26 0.02 0.22 0.30
8.37(Z=0SD) 0.22 0.01 0.19 0.24
11.34 (Z=1SD) 0.18 0.02 0.15 0.21
A) N
4. i1

4.1. ME RN 75 A3 IR

TEFES TN O AR RS, AT R S i AT DAL O ) SRR, B AR R A e, HLADAR AR
SR, XA RS AR 1 AR WA 2 S OB FE T B AR 5 ELEA  BIHART
S0 B TR, s A5 R T SRR A 2 0 v ) SR P B AR T I R 4 A S S HLME LA B (Suls &
Martin, 2005); P B 2 BB — B RIE @ L ME S b, U RS 4 OB 22 51 K itk B 3)
YR (Barnhofer & Chittka, 2010); ARAT128 ) 0 s 2 B 4E . JORLUSORE, 55 5 AN Bl O3 9 v (R AEIR
HX SRR 17T B SR A 5 )5 H(Kendler et al., 2006), PAZ TRkl e h A g H k. B2, A
TN T PR PR ANAR IS 46 RS R . B 1 BRI AN, 4 o d i AR S Yo AT 0 of
(LT A0AR, %25 R 5 A 2 AR, MEALRNE RECE, RSO0 IE [ T AR, FRAR S0 6 e
TR, A 28 5 3 ) 1 ) R i) LU A0 S ot RSB S F s BT A — 75 TR A 448 e ik D A0 I 5% 48
IR ) RT RE, 1X 5 5 A (2019) IR FEAH R, 55— 07 T R AR b SR R AR SEx 77 2T 34 00 1 $0VAR (¥ 7 e
KRR BT T ARG 50 0 0 S A TR, B URARAT T e 2 AR (ke 7 2, e LB R A AT TR
TR RIS 75 2, I IIGRAAT] 2 A5 AR AR R 7 2, AT R T Al R X 77 2

4.2. FHEEDTHE RS AR

LA BT AR I R MRS SR B RIE R, IR 2R I FERIE I T — 451 . ASCAN
B M N FTIRAL 2 5 AN A IR 155 26 77 A BB A 1 L 2 o) b 28 5 A FH 0T RO ML o 7 A
SN, R TE AR S AR AR 0 sp A B oI T 5 1 R i . B FUR I, BN kMR AR
A HEEIERTAER, X5ARSCHEE 3 S, BIREE SRS R Bt s, AR 2 th
SFtE, X5 E—552020)F14 =54 (2020) M L 48 RAHRBL. BB IEA—RRE AL DA aH
PR, RAEZER. RN FRET A, AMAL My e T2 2 7 BN E,  HRE BRI 1R
THEIEEEZ P,

TAN, ARSCARBCEENE R W] DAE = 26 B8 42 BT e & SO AR AR A, BRI 45 SRk E,
YNGR I A B E R RN R, XEARER 4 —5, 538 2552018)FMH M (2013)[
WEFCA AL A, AATT A ATE 50 AR AIE B 7R3 T LA R 5 4 22 R AR ) BB o AHIT 5 R i 8 I
AF FH VAT 4 250 SR B 25 92 155 6 10 n TR 188 K, Ik ] 2 (R N FE 2 17 T T e 428 SR A AR A 12k 4 0 T 4
KT, e R 0UE FRRR BS,  IXAR A AT B4 P 48 T AR 1D 2 RE 4 0T 8L s I S5 T A 0 B O AR
OIE TIRIR, BUEEANIATH RS G R TR P, B8, 1 R R 48 o ) A T
BOATRMNARE, REAREE S ANFE. BTGRP E B, #hE A& B B R0 7
A AR AR E 1, B R 7 R AN ST AT B, R 5 Bl A A PR A R o5 T R . B
=, PG R D R S5 (B AR R 00 5 2 B T BN A A R, RO AR N R T RN R, (R
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X VH AR X PR R T RN AN R 1, X S AR 6 M AT BRI S, RS S T RG] LA
AR I X6F T X A0S B 7 1) T A Y DT R AU o 2 o e AR R 82 X )42 S i DS A R0CSR o  m T B
PR, P02 5T B AR 17 S 1) [ R P AR ¥ RO, B HOO SRR (0 22 vp AR FH = A E 1, 5 PR AR L
Pt ARSI (R &b A R B 1, — D7 T AT B85 BE G T A A T X ) DR 22 L2 5x DR #1972
PRI A I, Ty — I AT RE S TH B RO 7 SAANIE LR A M A % . BRIk, R = 5, AT
SO R TAE bR B T2 A WP B B 2 (R B UR A B A B, SRR A R B R A AT ST R 7 AR TR A 1
ORISR 25 1) 7 2

5. &t

PARZE RNV A AR, AU R B AR ot B T AL A P LM IS 46, thm] DLIE I v AR 23 7 3
AR NS 75 3R LS ARG 4 5 Bt e /0 ml CAELRRAE PO ARG 45, TR AR mT LI 5 e 2 S5 0T 0 1 L
FAE T, BT LLE s B AR AR N 0] R8CR SO e 22 BRI R R AR . BV B, AR B h A R S
AERAL,  HRE R T R e 2 AR — s 77 R R AN A Ao 22 5 A B x5 2O A (A VRIS 17 25 1) A P 2 SR %
(1, AR LALE H A AR A 2 R i ik — 2P R AMEAT

E&WE

2020 B PR A AR BUA B BIe 5 ST S - Bk il R R T A RO X R A IR
DUIB B A S AT F8(2020MSZ040); 2020 £FE T 7 RO K 52 BBURTERFE KA DEMERAE 7.

B30

BV L, FEAHT, F4(2020). BT BTGP BERT 98 B R R A AR O FR AR BRI K R (R M. B E R AR,
40(2), 171-176

ZEgRE, BEMR, FLLUA, MUB(2018). ImyE AP ARG SHIAEIR I 9C R MUBERCB IR SR A EH. FE g8«
DFFEZE 26(6), 1111-1114.

XX 4x, #HSCRK, PSR R (2018). A G HAEXT K AEMAR IR i 5 Rt J7 s sE R B I 0 2
FAE 26(6), 1229-1233.

IE W, XU, PREEN, Sk ATE, SAE2019). KEEAEINECRER S5 AMERE KRt 7 NIk R IC. 7
&, 35(2), 179-181+191.

E, mRIE, PR, B 5 BRI, JR Y, U, (§4£(2020). 2019 AR 855 (COVID-19)2 175 1) 22 AR
BB NMHEGOHBERIRR. BHAZREFK), 47(2), 173-178.

BB (2013). KAWL R AR R SIACEIRI S R: HE MBI ET SR ER. B3I A2 R 2R
R, (5), 153-157.

BERAEE, RILEQ012). KEEAATEFA B AR SN 5 RO B ARSI, A7 F4E, 33(9), 1071-1073.
PhaE, WEERE, s, FRER, HHL(2019). KEALIEEFSMEBKR: BRETHRNMER. OFZF % @),
935-941.

iR, RWEE, 4, SR, (TR, ERERI2020). HE M 4 S R E RO @R OR . A E LT
4, 36(5), 657-660.

RIS, MRESGE, 5k, SKEE, VLA, S4R(2020). Hi it 5 2% 175 1A IR BRI 5 15 28 DUIR S MR RO L. X5 48
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