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Abstract

Purpose: The risk factors related to dry eye of college students in Fuzhou were analyzed by inves-
tigating the refractive errors, different eye care habits and dry eye-related symptoms of college
students in Fuzhou. Methods: A questionnaire survey was conducted among 1231 college students
in Fuzhou with 8 dry eye-related symptoms, 7 eye-using habits and different refractive errors. Dif-
ferent research factors were classified, nonparametric rank sum test and unconditional logistic re-
gression model were used to analyze the risk factors of dry eye in college students. Results: Grading
in dry eye-related symptom scores show that normal subjects accounted for 51.7%, dry eye par-
ticipants accounted for 48.3%, among them mild dry eye accounted for 43.5%, moderate accounted
for 4.0%, and severe 0.9%. The severity of dry eye-related symptoms is related with the presence
of myopia, myopia degree, duration of reading electronic products daily, reading circumstance, the
number of days spent outdoor more than an hour in the past week, and differences were statistical
significance (all P < 0.05). According to the analysis of logistic regression model, myopia, outdoor ac-
tivity days and playing chess games were the influencing factors of dry eye-related symptoms (P <
0.05). Conclusion: Myopia is a risk factor for the severity of dry eye-related symptoms. Higher de-
grees of myopia were associated with severer symptoms. Excessive use of eye is correlated with dry
eye. Outdoor activity is a protective factor for dry eye.
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2. WERE5HE
2.1. W&

2021 4 2 H~2021 4 5 H, JEBGEM T Z P, SR BRI RIRBEAI R, SR PEBiRL
AR R T BERERBER AR R R v T, SRR RENLIRE 10538, AR KA A BE A
RENE RN TR AT RS, SRR EIL 1265 44, BICHRINE 1231 fr, AR
97.31%.

22. PFEFENAR

YA A1), ZHMRBRB] [4Ef BHXRAE RS, @WHEEIT )R, BniE g EL T
G AT, e FIHEXN RELMALIHS W, &N HE LT B, & B RS ESRI
FIRG—HR LR, HERMN AT “TRIFERE” , AEORE: 1) —RIGL: Wl stk
G 2) IREEICIRA, MRS, AW EL: SR MEM GRS & RFE 17 fh A E
RERABERRIN (W) 5%; 3) T-HRAHSCAEIRSE 8 Ti; AR¥E prilc SR N BR AT Seit- 220 i, K JECIRAS . IR )
P55 T HRAR SSREIRIEAT — — X EE 70 W SRAT T IR SIS0 IRAH S RER O AR O, AT A H A T K 22 A
R R B R AL 3K

2.3. PNFRHE
D) BETREMNTTRER R EA; 2) £ > 18 ¥ H<30 ¥; 3) HIERESIAREHZEMBRET.
2.4. HERRFRHE

AHFFEHEERbRE: 1) AIREHED 7RO, WREOL, BRIRA TRAEEASECT AL 2) BRTIR
SRR, BRI, SR, SEESRIRIE, AR, MRS TR RS, 3) BIRE, R
e TSR HOIRBGH AR REE: 4) AR, BE, HFhRANRTARRE: 5 B2
IKANEAE PEIRTEAE TIR9T #5 6) AT 2 AN H AT A 2 A B (i 3 ke B WL 5 3T 1) TG ¥ L i 5 A 22 i
7) WEAEFE NN EMAG &S IR HILE

2.5. FERMEXIRFTERIERR

AR AR b IR R 3 25 I AR S AE FREAR 5], AR EN, A2 MR R 159 Fa £ % (0SDI)
[6]v McMonnies TR i) % i 25 % (MQ) [7]F1 Salisbury HREF P 9] 45 25 £ (SEEQ) [8], & KA
STAEVERE A, ARG T IRA SRR SE 8 10T, ALHE: 1) MRFIREG 2) Belid; 3) TR 4) £
5) MRZL: 6) HREREUM: 7) i iitiH; 8) /il il 2 SR IREMEIR . iR I 25— I IR . 1~2
Ron 3~4 Ky 5~6 K. FE)A AN 0. 1. 2. 3. 44y, THRIERIES S0 NSRS, 3532 4,
KT HUAE 0~2 5358 SUNIET , 43 BUE 3~12 2 %8 B FHRAH DGR, 13~22 43 p B HRAH DGR,
DEAE 22 3 LA LA N E T IR RER .. ZERIEAH T AT Crobach’s a REUA 0.05.

2.6. MRERER

HAT KA F AR . AL iPad 55, 5 FEMEDT . MR BRZIRERSE[0] [10] [11], K%
PENDREE, SEOEIRI EAME, SINESIED S, AR . ST MR R I 7
T, s 1) BERE T 2) RERBIBENR A 3) ik — A WA LR RS Esh T —/ N
HEZMEBE 5) FEHRRE; 6) EEAETHEIRNKR: 7) 2HENE. TR
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FERECAIEE O, AW FEIE R A B JE e A IR RS O AR A R RO AT 70 9, JFMAIE FEHE AR
2.7, Gt

i Microsoft Office Excel 2008 “FAT X AN Ed, FFdb T £ds 838, RiH SPSS 25.0 #3741
IR RS BR8N AE 44 Togistic M50 Hr . #5536 K HE o = 0.05,

3. &R
3.1. BEAEN—MIFE

AR AU EE 1231 A, Hd B 575 44(46.7%), & 656 %4(53.3%); H 657 %(53.4%) 5t
FHREEERIKE, 443 4(36.0%) L TR K2, 48 44(3.9%) il i T AR e iy K2, 8 44(0.6%) ki 4%
AR, 2 £(02%) 8t TILE B, 73 4(5.9%) ik T H MBS K— 371 £4(30.1%), K= 518
4(42.1%), K =202 £4(16.4%), KUY 105 44(8.5%), KTL 11 44(0.9%), HABUIAS [ 4F i 7 42)24 44(1.9%) -

3.2. FIREERSMHRIENR

THRAHSSREAR BRAE DS BN EHKIZ VT HE S 51.7%, BT RASER N 48.3%, HbRE 5
43.5%, WL 4.0%, FEE0.9% (W 1).

Table 1. Severity of DED symptoms based on dry eye scale score
=1 ETTREFTONFRERTERE

FHRERVF SN BT 73 L)
Level of dry eye scale score N (%)
IEH(0~2 43)

0,
Normal (0~2 points) 636 (51.7%)

E(3~1257) 0
Mild (3~12 points) 535 (43.5%)

HE(13~22 47) )
Moderate (13~22 points) 49 (4.0%)

HF(23~32 )

0,
Severe (23~32 points) 110-5%)

FET-HRAR SRR T, 515 R I PR B0 7 A8 OURE R PP LI 1) FEFTA 3205 5 785 44(63.77%)
V5 GEAFIRIR R, O B AR -

33. TIREREBEEZE

3.3.1. BERSH

DATFHRAHSGREIR ™ AR LR . BB PR, BB AR R, BN FrfE RS, F94. 2/
WAL AR, FERE TS A AR AREIR S S R RN A R, BREWRE R 2, 7
FESHRRFREIE 5K T -

ESHRRAG I LR R AT R R, FHIUER™ SR EE L TIAM. ITWER. B REHR TR
BRE . FEPEBS A J LA ANEEINGSIE T — /R FEFAL Do L E R IH
Gt R X (P <0.05), B EREZRUIMIHRERZR LG EE P > 0.05), LK 3.
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Figure 1. Distribution of dry eye symptoms

E 1. FEIREER IR

Table 2. Variable assignments

2 TEMER

A5 TRt AE
Variables Assignments
RAZE
Dependent variable
TRAERACY 4 =0, B0 =1, $E =2, W =3
Level of dry eye symptoms
131 RA
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Ef3

Independent variables

531
Gender

FITAE R 2
School

LR
Grade

FmIE
Myopia
EALE
Diopter of myopia
R LT b I (8]

Duration of watching electronic
device every day

B R 1 HEE AR (]
Duration of sleeping every day

(EIEE SHAIS T S ER
Number of days to wear contact lenses or
cosmetic contact lenses per week

FEK LB
Main reading place
B JAE S ANE B — /N R EL
Number of days spent on outdoors for more
than one hour per week

BRI

Class hours per week

FHL BT

Games played on mobile

B=1, &£ =2

RRERAE =1, W\IMAE =2, MEBIMELY =3,
MERMKRSE =4, [LH¥R =5, Hih =6

K— =1, K= =2, K= =3, KU =4, K* =5, Hfth =6
=1, B =2

/NT 200 FE =1, 200~400 i =2, 400~600 fiF =3,
600~800 & =4, KT 800 % =5

/MNF2h=1, 2h~3h=2, 3h~4h=3, 4h~5h=4, 5h~6h=35,
KF6h=6

NF6h=1, 6h~7h=2, 7h~8h=3, 8h~9h=4, 9h~10h=35,
KF10h=6

MR =1, 1~2K =2, 3~4 K =3, 45K =4, 5~6 K =5,
KHH =6

EE =1, WE =2, APE =3, E4a5 =4, Hih =5
=1, 12K =2, 3~4 kK =3, 45K =4, 5~6 K =5,
gt =6

AINF 20 RIS =1, 20~30 ¥REF =2, 30~40 IRE =3,
40~50 BRES =4, 50~60 A =5, KT 60 iRl =6

DOTA 2k =1, Wizt =2, #p3E =3, shfEERIE =4,
MEIEIE =5, BEERER =6, AIulik =7

Table 3. Univariate analysis on risk factors for DED

3. TRBFEREREERESH

Tor th A%
= Number of people i H(K){H P
Factors A rh g 3 Total  H(K) value P value
Normal Mild Moderate Severe
5
Gender
5
Male 232 27 7 575
0.889 0.346
£ 303 22 4 656
Female
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IR
School

TR

Fujian Medical University

TIPS
Fuzhou University

HRRITE A

Fujian Normal University

RREAIAR

Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University

LR b
Jiangxia University

HoAth
Others

F54
Grade
j_\‘#
Freshman year
K=
Sophomore year
K=
Junior year

PN

Senior year

K
Fifth year

oty
Others
REBEN
Myopia
&
Yes
&
No
AL
Diopter of myopia

/NF 200

Less than 200 degrees

200~400 5
200~400 degrees

400~600 %
400~600 degrees

600~800 i
600~800 degrees

322

238

29

41

196

250

110

64

11

529

107

69

196

195

65

304 26

186 16

16 2

26 4

156 14

243 20

81 11

39 1

11 2

484 42

51 7

76 4

179 17

152 15

62 5

657

443

48

73

371

518

202

105

11

24

1063

168

149

393

366

133

9.304 0.098

7.616 0.179

8.858 0.003"

*

11.672 0.02
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KT 800
More than 800 degrees

BRE R T i 6
Duration of watching electronic device
every day

/INTF2h

Less than 2 hours

2h~3h
2 hours~3 hours

3h~4h
3 hours~4 hours

4h~5h
4 hours~5 hours

5h~6h
5 hours~6 hours

KF6h

More than 6 hours

FER KB )

Duration of sleeping every day

/M 6h

Less than 6 hours

6 h~7h
6 hours~7 hours

7h~8 h
7 hours~8 hours

8h~9h
8 hours~9 hours

9h~10h
9 hours~10 hours

KF 10h
More than 10 hours

I P RIS IR B B SR e P R 2
Number of days to wear contactlenses or
cosmetic contactlenses

MR

Never
1~2 K
1~2 days
3~4 K
3~4 days
5~6 K
5~6 days

R AR
Every day

12

52

94

116

91

271

37

218

264

78

26

13

563

43

17

10

17

31

63

91

103

247

37

203

222

46

22

465

54

26

25

41

25

13

88

164

14.650

215

198

553

83

450

495

10.245

132

51

20

1078

100

26 4.074

21

0.012"

0.069

0.396
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FERERST

Main reading place

i

Dormitory

H=E
Classroom
SR
Library
EINA R

Outdoor stone table

HoAh
Others

xR —AANEEINES T —/ D EIRE
Number of days spent on outdoors
formore than one hour

x

Never

1~2 R
1~2 days

3~4 K
3~4 days

5~6 K
5~6 days

Frs:
Every day

fEHIHBRES

Class hours per week

/NF 20 BRI
Less than 20 hours

224

264

133

13

70

243

151

67

105

92

20~30 PRI

20~30 hours 226

30~40 PR

30~40 hours 197

40~50 PRI

40~50 hours 4

50~60 R
50~60 hours

KT 60 Wt
More than 60 hours

FEFHL ETTHRIHR
Type of Games played on mobile

18

29

DOTA 2%

DOTA games 238

204

227

87

13

61

247

129

49

49

68

179

182

54

19

33

173

13

21

11

11

27

15

15

11

12

443

515

233

10

30

147

521

288

121

154

171

420

397

141

37

65

427

12.453

28.588

2.972

17.236

0.014"

0.000"

0.704

0.008"
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o2k
A ik 34 39 5 0 78
Shooting games
2%
PR 33 45 7 2 87
Board games
o e A e
_MERER 13 16 2 2 33
Action-adventure game
fA B PR 21 25 2 0 48
Role-playing games
AR
EEARR 3730 5 0 72
Business strategy games
AT 196 176 10 3 385
No play games

VE: FETFHLEBU ek — 8 O 2 A = S TRIE 3 h DU RN TR P <0.05.
Notes: In the question of “games played on mobile phones”, samples who playing electronic product less than 3 hours have
been removed. And “shows that p value less than 0.05.

3.3.2. BERSH

H DA b B DRI 28 2 AT 0 tH R 2 B SRR BN Z I H 7 logistic [RIVA5M 4T, 25 R8I 15 I A A
MERAFEE S, WOERR 7R A ) o AN RN BE 0, 85 R BRI PAE T IR A G
SR E AR EARAEZE (P < 0.05), WP AT EA AT, KR T =& SIEM LM A =I5
Hro

1) [EEZ5R

W4 4, logistic FIVAZHT 45 R o, IEHEEE A REUE KT 0, P<0.05, wHEMEHRST
R AH SSRE R AP AEAE IE M OC R o EME R < 600 FERS, JTALEEBobl i, TR A SR ™ B A v
FEANGEN KRB EIE REE/NT 0, P<0.05, ULEHESNESEE 1 /N IR B T HRAR SCRE R ™ B2 RS
Bz b, o, MR < 5 ORI, BEEREIE 2, TIRARBIR™ B ERAC, Wi =SNG 3 REAE 5~6
RAFFEE— A, FHREER ™ B AR RN A 22 200 DRI x i (21 % 4009—-0.567. OR fEH K 0.567,
2 B BT AH R Al A T IR A SR PR I 2 1) IR B A1

ZELEPTR, HRE WA R F RSB AR T IRAT DGR ML Sl K2 n M HE T
AR DORER ™ SRR R R 21 EAME B2 TR IR IR 25 Dok B 2RI L HRRE PR n =8 1 XU %
ik,

2) [RIARIEE 2 S6A 7 logistic [F1A 7047 J5 BT sk A3 1 logistic [FIJHARERLA

P2+ P3+ P4
+0.367X,, +0.375X,, +0.111.X,, —0.026 X, +0.655.X;, + 0.686.X;, + 0.811.X,,
—0.754X,,-0.805X,, —0.866.X,, —0.575X,; —0.499.X,, +0.157.X,, —0.352.X,,
—0.567X,, —0.407X,, —0.404.X,, —0.355X,

: Pl
hgﬂﬂzm(——————q:—L%2+LDI&WJZQXﬁ+hﬁ%&ﬂ43%Xﬁ+ﬂ4i@l

Pl1+P2
P3+ P4
+0.367.X,, +0.375X,, +0.111.X,, —0.026 X, + 0.655X,, + 0.686 X, + 0.81 LY,
-0.754X,, -0.805X,, —0.866.X,, —0.575X,, —0.499.X,, +0.157X,, —0.352 X,
-0.567X,;, —0.407X,, —0.404.X,, —0.355X

Inng=m( j:LR+LZNXh+L%&XQ+UQ%&N43%XM+M45n1
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LogitP3 =1n

(P1+P2+P3j

+0.367X,, +0.375X,, +0.111X,, —0.026.X, +0.655X, +0.686.X;, + 0.811.X,,
~0.754X,, —0.805X,, —0.866.X,, —0.575X,, —0.499.X, +0.157.X,, —0.352.X,,
~0.567.X,, —0.407X,, —0.404X,, —0.355X

Horb P1. P20 P3. PA YR TIRMISOENONIES . L. R, BB, HAE X 205 hia i
FEB AN D AT Xoy s 70 MR BT 7 i (B B 70 AR B Xy 209000 S5 T 70 21
AR Xyyag WL E— A ZINEE L — /N R P AR X156 70 THLIERR A 7> AL R

Table 4. Multiple ordered logistic regression analysis on risk factors for dry eye

F 4. FIRBXEREREZRNZ TERF logistic EYANHTEER

=3.676+1.227X,, +1.242X,, +1.429X,, +1.325X,, +21.45X,,

ER5Ei|

B

PrifER

Waldx? {8

95% CI 1 95% LK

F=® = > P1H OR f 1l ' {5 X [A)
Factors comparable reference s Standard Waldx Pvalue  OR value 95% Confidence
group group error value
Interval
TRR LBR
Lower Upper
Bound Bound
KTF 800 JF
T /NTF 200 & 1.227  0.4426 7.69 0.006" 3.412 1.433 8.125
ALY .
Diopter of ~ 200~400 /& 1242 0.4238 8.595 0.003 3.464 1.51 7.949
myopia N
400~600 S 1429  0.4245 11.329  0.001 4.174 1.816 9.592
600~800 JF 1325  0.4462 8.816  0.003" 3.762 1.569 9.019
KF 6h
HREHET™ /M 2h 2145 22424.4383 0 0.999 2068726985 0 b
b
””H].L'ﬂ 2h~3h 0.367  0.2543 2.083 0.149 1.444 0.877 2.376
Duration of
watching 3h~4h 0375  0.1952 3.698 0.054 1.455 0.993 2.134
electronic
device daily 4h~5h 0.111  0.1748 0.402 0.526 1.117 0.793 1.574
5h~6h -0.026  0.1779 0.022 0.882 0.974 0.687 1.38
HoAh
EERERYy 0 EE 0.655  0.4265 2358 0.125 1.925 0.834  4.441
. T ) H=E 0.686  0.4263 2.587 0.108 1.985 0.861 4.577
Main reading
place R 0.811  0.4413 3.381 0.066 2.251 0.948 5.346
EINE R -0.754  0.8385 0.808 0.369 0.471 0.091 2.434
i Fi— = Hh Fro:
W — .
IR 1 55 % o -0.805  0.2618 9.468 0.002 0.447 0.268 0.746
Number of 1~2 K -0.866  0.2112 16.803  0.000" 0.421 0.278 0.636
days spent on
outdoors for 3~4 K -0.575  0.2299 6.25 0.012" 0.563 0.359 0.883
more than one
hour 5~6 K -0.499  0.2719 3.372 0.066 0.607 0.356 1.034
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Continued
BT,

DOTA % 0.157  0.1466 1.144  0.285 1.17 0.878 1.559
Enpo, inEN 0352 0.2562 1.89 0.169 0.703 0.426 1.162
Games played ~ #H#HE -0.567  0.2428 5455 0.020° 0.567 0.352 0.913
onmobile e ek ~0407 03757 1173 0279  0.666 0319 139
iRk R e -0.404  0.3217 1.575 0.210 0.668 0.356 1.255
LB NG K -0.355  0.2629 1.827 0.176 0.701 0.419 1.173

FE: "FRP<0.05.
Note: shows that p value less than 0.05.

3) LOG B i) Tl 4

W 5. BRI IR F VT 5 S ON TE R I L, A5 65.28%:  Fl TR P4 54
RN EFIRZ s AP SGITIRE, BRA TR 54.97%, RILMA . FIAHRREA
5 o M AR T BB MR 0.830, LW R R AR MR HU L A A

Table 5. Prediction of the logistic regression model

= 5. Logistic [BVIERYRYFURIF 5L

T 2 5
Predicted response category ERTE S
FHREZP 552 E# ) Correct rate
Level of dry eye scale score Normal Mild
g
IE# 346 184 65.28%
Normal
B 0
Mild 246 240 49.38%
il
Moderate 15 27 0
EE 4 4 0
Severe
AN
BRI T 57.32% 42.68% 54.97%

Overall percentage

4. +1ig

B R4 T IR B R MAT R F A AL R, TR KA B & T IR B 2 (18.7%~64.09%)
[12]-[17]c FHR 2 AR K 224 B O FE ) — N EE B f . T AR PR B IR AN GG, ™ o 75 B2 1 Wy
- IR 5 R HRR A= 35 257 = S 0 (1 f B B2 (R 3R 2 —, AN AR (115, 2 MRIR SR i 1 £ #2(0SDI) [6]
McMonnies TR [ & 1 &% (MQ) [7]F1 Salisbury AR & ¥4 17 5 18 & R (SEEQ) [8], &5A KA ERIRER, il
SE T HRAE ISR S A R R R A 18]

ARG REIR, 16 1231 L2UiEY, A 535 Z%(43.5%) AR E TR, 49 #(4.0%)f77E
W IRAH SSRER, 11 44(0.9%) 7 1E 5 B HRAH OCRR . FLAEFHRAH DGR A, 5 75 HEL I T8 B3 7 45 Tt
SRR A B A o X5 R SR 10] IR FE 45 AR, A 5T DARR S B B0 > 2R 1F, 15 45 R LR T
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RN 5%

IR, AR AT B8 S5 KA PRI 7E IORE AT B AERAN ], B r= S0 SR LRSI, S
T IRAFER ARG K, A7 RBURERE & 7 K22 TR BN B HEER, $R 7 FIRAE 55 6+
AR AR R R BT IR

ESHFAGIE RN R “RFIEM. TR BRE R T MmIE FEREE AT
it Fi— WA S AMG s — /N RS EFHL B R A28 TR BRI E. KL
IR 5 K] R AR BLIEAT logistic [T, KIEARER. 1 25— N AE 2 AME BN — /N 1 R 2
FEFHL LB S TR ER A G, MERERF MR, REEAgiE TR EREL
Ko

1 logistic A7 AR, T EERU/N T 200 FE(B = 1.227) I EZHCH 200~400 Z(B = 1.242), i
HLEEH9 400~600 (B = 1.429). ITHLEHCN 600~800 JF( = 1.325)2 TR EAERGK KR, HBEE
U R R BE I0 B AR SR RN 2 () AU Y AN [FIFE FE I T & o X 51505 28 N R = BE AR R 20]— TR 5%
CERM I TR, A TR R 2R (54.29%) B 5 TR B AL TR SO 2R (19.34%)
W TR TR IE R TR F R4 R —8 o EE R 1) EAREATIR
MIER, IR EENR, RAESWEM, B EE RRIE 5 40 TUAPIRES, 55 H IR & 17
K 55, BUETFIR A AR E NI R[22]. 2) TS SRR RGN, HUT R R K R 4%
BRI [22]. PR, PRI RRR KA BRI R B, (23], SEURMIMARED, FHRETIRAEN
ARFR.

AW TR RIS 2 — A B ANESEL 1 /N BREC 0 (B =-0.805). RECH 1~2 K(B=-0.866). KH
N 3~4 KB =—0.575)s RECH 5~6 K(B = —0.499)2 THRM™ EEL MR AR, X5 B HEE24]0F A K
FRAEAESE[ 13RI 78 R I A& Bl B A1 T FRAE A R ORGP BRI 3R R 45 SR — 8. AR R AT R R: 1) =
AMEBIT, MREGE, BRI O, W57 3 RIS, M FEART AR AR SR 0 2 1 KU [24]. 2)
L ESS, BRGNS ORERAR, ERZEREE N, s TR A [25]. 3) &=hb
TG B AT AR IR AH DGR IR 1 2B 5 HOGHIE AL AR B AR F B DIAROG, BT 7 A s e R ) PR B A ik Ak
kA BAEA 2 D [26], 4EAF D BAASRK MU0 o4 S PG i E A, nTAE A T, X o
K[27], AL ARG AR AR I o [R] B e 0' FE it FEE B B e ML PN I 22 XL i FF) A /K P, 30 A DR 5 i g
IR A A K, ISR A 28]

HEL 7 b A ST ) B DR 3R 0 W G it 3, {HTE logistic [B1VAZ0 4T A R LG 25 5 3L, X 5 AR
HEER91HFT. TR IFRAE[21 BT 5T AL IR SE [ 1610 T 45 AL (HEEAE Z WA 7T R ], s A
KA S IR A IR SR AR G . AR TSGR, FIRe Sk BONBER IR RV . AU BORE A B ARV o)
BRI 5 [22]0 53— 77 T AT R 2 RN R 75 R AR M Gt T 8 Fe 7= B S T, 3 4l 0 A [
BN (BE, AT, BUERISIERREE) f 7= i 0 B Al [ 16]

KR FAANF IR, DO A A BT, T HR AR SRR 1 KU PR, X AN
SE RS AR AL R, R WAHKIRIE . WAL ATREIRA, FHRw R BEREREE. &
WV BRI SRR N — RIS B, IS RSY 2, & UM RGN, O R BRI FBONA A A
HiEHEFEEZANSY, FHRMRRSE RAERERR, & SE8Es, M HRcEsRyER. T
WL Ww, wWE—L M RRiE.

AFFRIRAET: 1) ZFE T RSN, GRBRITI RS =, RKEAEZE ST, F M4
PER, DLAFIIR B AR A BRI Z R o AR B T IX —RERI B RS A IR 1B L . 2) AN 5T
HAL T logistic [EIVAREAL, RXFAR ™ EAR AT IO, 55 TIRATEG . 3) AR T VR A BEAE BT 5T
HAH DGR R IR R Ah, SRR A T AN [RIER I RIS [ xR 2ot T IR ™ SR R S A e, kb
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RN 5%

J& T T IR G R R 2 R

KRBT RAE T 1) AT T, RIER RK R RS, AW R = 5 1R
T R 2 ] R DR R ORI, S T 2 — A B L LB AIE L R R R R o 2) AT L BT IR AH SRR IR A A 3%
AR EME, FERERERKARIE, HABUERWEU S RENE, FE EFEEMmE. 3) &
T AN R D& (8 F I TE] A0 73 A Bk . 4) GWANIIT TR R A A 5542 5) BRI TA) . HLR AR 2
NHEE GO, AW TR B A A R

B, THRIRAE DY — Rl ARG T I R BRAT MEI MEIR R PON, BSR 2 W AL, IRt
EFAR SR R R BIER AN T B 0 T T o A SR B L AI K A B T BRAE AR DG RER R A A D, JCILAE 2R
PR ST, SREBCRHAL E& T 20T, 0T R M IR E R 280 K24
PRI B A AR 6], AR AR R R, SR Ao, PRI T IR AR A AErR/NEE BL AR B 2
Mo X FHENREZEN B, B TIRIR A, E B AIE .
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