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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of interpersonal distance on the judgment of academic integr-
ity behavior of college students by experimental method. Methods: 450 college students from
Grade 1 - 3 in a university in Jiangsu were selected randomly, and then the subjects were asked to
finish their academic integrity situation questionnaire, which involved different interpersonal
distance and integrity dimensions. This study used 3 (interpersonal distance: intimate group, dis-
tant group and the neutral group) x 8 (psychological dimension of the concept of integrity: 1 - 8)
mixed experimental design: the interpersonal distance was the subjects variable; 8 psychological
dimensions of the concept of integrity were internal subjects variables; subjects’ score in the aca-
demic integrity situation questionnaire was the dependent variable. Results: College students’
academic integrity behavior has been significantly affected by the different interpersonal dis-
tances, F(2316) = 16.50, p < .05; the gender variable was only in the interpersonal distance condi-
tions of distant that showed significant difference, £(100) = —2.80, p <.05; in the intimate group and
the neutral group, the differences were not significant. Conclusion: Interpersonal distance has an
influence on academic integrity behavior judgment of college students.
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B RASKREEEN AR RN R EAEZRPFTAABTHIR . T BRI AR REL1~3
FHFEA504, RN BRI FRWREFR WEHTIHN, ZNERDHY EA RN FREE AR
BEE. RHARMA3 (NFRER: RE4L. g4, $4H4) x 8 (REMSHOBEE. 57— ©
BBL T EL OB FAWER. LEWHER. TR, L THR)NRE SRR B
ANGEBREARZE, HEMSHSMLELERFAALRE, FAEEZRREHRER LRRER
BEitaREZE. 4R NRAANRERNREZELRBETAABREMEE, Fese = 16.50, p <.05;
VAR RBE N GFEERE Z M4 TRIAHEEESR, twoy = -2.80, p <.05; FERFHMNPHA, =
REARE. G0 NREEXNKEZEZRBET A= 4L M.
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1. 518

HAESK, WAEETEASGIEEER T, SAIEEEZRMA. AEAILTAE GRIE -5 P
UE7 BRI AT MM EEIEEMATZ —, Bl TR ST N LA B R AL —,
R CAKAERE”, BEMEHR E7 5 27 X7 AL L T IR ChET, [N
HA W 5 A WA S TE NG —, BB A5 se sl “iif5 7w b AL 2 B O i
WL AWHESRAE R R, WS — B PRI R LB R L —. — 77,
WS VE NI — DEEAHEN], ESRAAT “F 47, ATR”, 575, fEIEW S Ed, WiE
SRMTHEBRKE SN SHw “ALBEUAL” , JCHRESSIA ST, [FEMSEAR
v A SR AE 2 NATTSR BEAESER I, toin bR 3 A AT A 75 2 e 3 RO 0 e 42 36 FX) B0 S 42 fh 1) g U 45
e Ag o DR RAE AW ) AR S OB A 2 b, WSS R BRI, —RARINLE A, A
SNZRIER A, e EimfaE i, L5ty 3 LUORREAR e 1 B B ORI (TR 1147, 2008).

B RAGAT N, WHEAETVES . frima. AR RGBIAEE, T HAR KRR T A
RS MIEHE A Pr . TORE AN DA SRR K PE R, ARIE R R I 2 B RE, Rl
FEHMEREIAS 2 B BT RE A BATTHE SR R A A TAE s SRS M N K2 A S TE A R A
R, ROMEIEH EARSA . AN, SLIAAR R R R, B R4 A 3
it PRISEAH TR M E ARG N T, SRR A2 2 R IAE AT S FI I R R

FARUWAE R IRIRAEAER L ATE . WESEM A THE R 5 TR A 2 ARE2), B2 eld—4
FiA N RERS 8T B 5 55 3RS RN AT RO ARIAEL (822, 2010). MR¥ESEE A2 NHEAT
BUE BN S22 T, RS2 B RAKIVET oy, Horb, ARG R A S A B TAE
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BB U B O TAEESS V), BEARAT A ARZR S il AR A AU R G B R« EARKE
AFEE A AR B BYTRFEER SN 2R TAE . FE AR 2 A NSRS AT A ERA
WS AU, BFEFRIER. G, 7S ARAWIE AT NS 53 (Gehring et al., 1986).

T IREGAE(2016) % R R AR AR BEIDIR AT IR AN 0 A B, VEBI G B Ak . B0 2%
TOIIRE e 1T B0 IT R R BRAT R E A B R AR AE TR RS, INERI R, BBIRAE, #ia
LA Fb 1 BRI 4 (e.9. Anderman, Griesinger, & Westerfield, 1998; Jensen, Arnett, Feldman, & Cauffman, 2002;
Schab, 1991). FHREFF(2013)iHi & 45 R I, ML CL B9 KA A b 28 5 1 T B )3 o 47
N, U3 UL B2 AN R A B el B AR AT e D A S5 (2013) R DR 2 AR AR R IR R R i i 1 S
WEWF IR I FEX R B iR B i) b, AR A B i i B s AR BB R AT AT B . A — BB A
BTN SRAT y, EABAREN, HWASHIERZFAT . AATEA N IR B0 AR B 5 = iR
FEAERIEE . SR EITR, BRI AR A AR H IR SR L .

Y, Sk (2016) ANTE SCAr i A BERIE S R L, BN B E S E e L B VAT 20
SERZ M E - BRWET R RNE N, MR NTRMESEN REF M, (RN SEAEEY, i
SCACHI AR BRI DA AR £ ST A Z ARG B T MARAT A B A, Bk F A= ERAAE SR E
ERAET B - phRT B S, BARRIOAEAT 8L 0F 8L 0T OET 8
BATMR . LE MR ATHRAMLEAT MR LT B ST IRZ AR 52 5 HIBr B
FAT NMAWAEAT AR . HRAAEILATERE T, AT B3] (138 52 4T3 P 47 9 Hh 1)
WAEAT NECE ANWAEAT N, a2 AT MEREAT BT AT A

Schlenke %5 (2001381 fixi L5230 R B, X ACRIBEAEN, AMAR] B2 REUR RO BN T, 5 AT
Xt AR 4 X B AR NG T 58 2R . DGR B . Guroglu %5 (2008) A 5t & I/ 5 I K B sh Al 5 e A=
NEB 5 R RI A E PR AN E . 5005 05 (2014)BF FEIA N R 22 A2 (1) 30 158 4] W 52 21 4 2 B 25 [ 520,
R A 1e) - AR ] 5 A ONIBR S, T v I T ] 5 B A2 NBERSS - Lucas 25 (2014) BT S8 A AL 25 R
B N EE P XS b i AW 28 BPR, #EEEES . NBRIC R AR 20 A5 18 4 0 = 2 — 8
VR . EARUE B TR R, A N BRI B2 15t 250 K 22 A S AR A = A 5 2

48 b [H DL AL 22 858 0 T BRFAE, JEER “ENT BHNMAMIWIEBTE, 8F 0 Win S
BEIAME “F7 M “AT7 i, B 0 - F 7 B0 - AT I—EUEGATE, RYkES, 2016). MTEMAE
B2 mrd R R Ik b, AR G B AL S IS R A 77 A B e BAR R f e k7 N AR, R4 b [EH
P Ab B 5 G N AL 2 R IR E R B AR A B3R . IR AER R R b, KA W E E R T RS
Wz [FEI A4 ?

DR A A 0 30 B 5l o A5 P HME R A B2 ) 5 T A, AR AR S AR AR AT S AR WS AT 9 I T I )
KRR 4, DU ABRIEE & 2 AR MBS AT Sy I = A5, Dyt — 20 i) 2 R E O B 27
AR AT A EBIE B T P AL ] 5 i B A -

2. AR GE
2.1, ¥k

BEMLGEEL TIT 08 3Rk 450 AT M35 T, o Jhlml A #m) 45 319 4y, Herbdhrkg 111
iy, KZRIEEH 106 4y, X RBEAH 102 . HAb 54 146 4, LH: 173 4.

2.2. RIS/
AW A A BRI R g, BRI, F S0 2 B08E n TACFE R0 $8 S - A EL e bt . IE
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KR 2 x 8 IRASLIR BT, B MR TR AGREEZIECER .. BuEfrh), fumare; F
AT RWEHEET 8 NMOHEYEE (LT —8 T8 BT 8 LT OE MR DATHER,
BATMHRAOFATHR), RPN EE.

EAMEH RN, EA NBRIERSRISEI2H b, A0 R MR B ik, 250 2AF DRI,
AR AT AT 9 P 38 4 ) B AR X T B AR 2HL 3% B B4 P25 (Conway & Gawronski, 2013; Aquino & Reed,
2002). AR A RB I

Bete—: SRR RAZAT AN R FE 2 AT Bz 2 AT R4

B = B A RAFAT RN R R 2 T P 4

B = A T 25 AR AT W AN 2 3

3. MIRERF
3.1. [a)&4mt]

3.1.1. MBMERMEE

BEMLIHE TS N K% 150 AATERRZEAE, I G S0t K22 AR ol At , 38 S ) S0 28 (1
BEAEEFHR T EES . SERBUIE 150 4, WEIE TS 134 1. MBRNEWT:  “iEIRMNE
AR (s 3. iR 1B TERG. FIRFB B S5 — R AR TR B R B I B L AL RS BN TS
(. 7l KO E X B G AT 15, B IERE(56.7%) Skt 30%LL BN AR
(18.7%). S JUEBHIER (13.4%) P AR LA 2 S HIRE G (11.2%) . [Rlik, AHF Foks DL R BRAE 2R
VAT PR ME S ) A ) R A AT G
3.1.2. R ERE

FRAE A3, 54k 1£2.(2016) AT S BT M BT AR 6 R NS e i B0 & AT =8 il — 80y
VLR, AR b R HH RO 2 3 4 R A O AT R A X TRIR - MK #3% (Georg Lind)#E 1976
2 1] Y 3 7252 34 W7 56 (Moral Judgment Test, A% MIT) (2241, 4370, 2008) 4w A+ ALisE 17
FIWTI . MR AR R LR WG A E A, BA BRI R, i A
PR S B m S S S A 7R R S0Pk MR AL, P B AR,
RN WM AN T

XSRS RFE, FIEE R RGAIARBEEYER A AT 1L — IR, 1RSI 26 X L A
CHEMRIEINEE R T Y AR X MUFEIZIESS T, s sy, mE T/ENE 75,
PR IE . B R, FENIMIF RN E k. mTRFZ KR, mREFLIMEE. &
JifisE JE Bt % A, F2EATTB ER R T 46 53 B3 AMTE, A ELUHE - BRI X AR S A tBERER AL T — TR 404648 X,
FRMEER X NER. X ARZMZGEFE ABEZRR?

1) M/ EEARLE T F% A, BAHERS A,

2) filudh B CANVAEERR, BTCLE CEREBR M E, B ELEE A

3) M/t AAEAERE, I H A URIE A WAEAERE, [RINE S5 F % A ZH ML R .

4) A/ i ASAEAE R, BT DA/ A A B L T RS A, R AP, T HR il A R A ] S BT
e E ORI .

5) fl/ih A A R ZEL K, ST ARIER, S ERF T A&, WEAEIEERS A, HEER
PREERE, M/ R E R ERETE T A,

6) fl/ it AAEAERE, (AR A RZEMFR, RAME, M/bemgEiis s, RERRinERs
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@41 A.

7) Ml REIERE, PO IRAEIRSG AR, (HEZIFBARECEE, mEZIATE, 4 AF/L
R ICY), TRAMMEEN T A G R,

8) fl/i AAE/ERE, (HARFMh/ M B CHIMEERIR 2 A, WERIEL T A, Silass A AMUUNENR, T
RTEREN T A, MRS RS T Al Fe bR E RS TR R YRR, R A F]
BOMSIAES, s 2 HfE—Ff.

— U SERE S P LR partl ABREE 255 s R part2 22 Ru(E IS B . R4 A Bx
PRES IR, B2 0] 35 73 = A WAs (Version A: HiPE4H; Version B1: SE#4H; Version B2: Biiz4).

Version A HrHEZH iR 4 AN 5 BN BREE RS, PR EE A 1045 R AT part2 1925 RS P il g is 1%, 3L 8 /4,
DR CFEATET L CLE ST L DT R L CDEATET L CSATIRY L CDEMRRT
CLATHFE” AN COFATIRRY X 8 MERE . %1% 8 NI H A B — 2tk 2 %0 0.79.

VersionB1 1 VersionB2 J& T-Sin2H, 252 NPribEg MR\, Kb 436 1) 5 R A 35 3 2H Js (part 1
part2), —3t 9, APREEEEAMRL 18 PSR 8 M. I —BME RE A v: Version BL N
0.68, Version B2 4 0.75.

DR 3 = 0 i 2 0 4% TR T B B R TR B, TR 3 7 I 2 R, AT DU TR AT 7 72
TH,

AW GERBARTE “—47 B “+47 1) 9 GOFE ER FIEFM P EER R B O3 N A WEK
HAWAEAT TN FIFEE o b -4 B+4 W5 A T REE BB 0, —4 REFTE SRS, +4 2582 E,
N L8 9. WG NIER, AWET AR AT .

3.2. IERHEN

Rk BNl B =, PR SREAMBUEH, 70 ATSH R SR AT IS, RS
LR BTN AL E S o

3.3. #iEGeit
WIS EEUT 1%, 3 spss17.0 BRASHEAT TEA S0 HT -
4. R

4.1. LR A ERIBEITAFIBSR

HPE PR IE 85 AL 1 Fos: XTI AT A b O FEAT80(7.95) > 0T —E(7.92) > &
1T—81(7.53) > LFE—8(7.28), HAPOLFAT 8BS0 EmE: X RGBT NN . OF17M5(6.81) >
CATITR(6.29) > L F MR (5.87) > FATMR(5.86), HALFATMH IR 7.

XM R EAT BT RE A t A5G, AT Hp 1 2 P o o 2 A T AT A BT 4 52 7 22 33 A X2 2 (R0
=.03, p>.05), KHATEEA NBREERS I AE T, PR BIASTEMA R 5 AR T8 25 AR AT PR M A 1 85 rp v o
SAT NI
4.2. %4 Bl ERIBEITRFIEE WSRO

SR AP I A R 2 s fEWAEAT ARl 017 —80(7.76) > L EIT8(7.72) > BAT
—#(7.16) > L F—F(7.10), HoAT B Em: ERGT N HIETF: ST (4.88) > L EAT
MR(4.79) > LATHR(A.78) > L EMR@.TT), K ST MR R .

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.711170 1375 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.711170

Table 1. Descriptive statistics analysis of scores of the subjects in each dimension of the neutral group

= 1 PHARRESERE LEoREE ST o

A f M SD A B M SD
AT 753+1.83 FATIR 5.86+1.93
D= 7.28 £151 D E IR 5.87£2.05
T8 7.92+1.47 AT 6.29+2.16

DET8 7.95+ 1,69 D FATIR 6.81+2.83

Table 2. Descriptive statistics analysis of scores in each dimension of intimate group
2. FREEWASHE LB BRSO

At M SD At M SD
AT 7.16+1.93 FATIR 488+2.22
DE 5 7.10 +1.90 TVE=RLIEN 4.77+2.01
AT 7.76 £1.82 AT 4.78 £2.53

D8 7.72+2.03 DFATIRE 4.79£3.27

XFPARE AT JOLAEA ¢ Kb, SR 2R AR 70X 22 ARAAE AT 4 i R 5 ) 22
AEZE, tawy=—.07, p>.05, RUENBRRE MM, PEBIATEN R A A RS P AE S A 5
XA AT 9 o

4.3. BRim4E B2 REEMNFERBISITRAIGKIRWEE R I

BRI ARV S5 R 5E 3 Frow: EWUEAT A 04T —B(7.97) > LFIT—E(7.86) > FiT—
].77) > OF—H(7.47), HPOAT 880 Em: ERET AR LFR(6.45) > L FEATHR
(6.39) > LATIR(6.34) > FATIMK(5.89), HAtF MR .

XPRERPE AT BSIAEAS t RS0 AT, 45 SR R AR M Sl xof K 2 A 2 AR WA AT 4 W P 52 i 22 e B
#, ARG RGHRErEE ST B, teon=-2.80, p<.05.

4.4. FEIABREBEMKZEZRIBEITAHHREEER W

K T 22 3 WA PP 23 EAT 20 BT s IR B BE B0 R 2 A 2 RS AT A W 5 mm (2.3, F ) = 16.50,
p <.05.H13 4 AR, NBREE B ELEWAEAT NI S, X RS A i) W 22 S A B35, Fpy) = 1.73,p > .05,
FERAEAT NGB, Z R R Fp =18.82, p> .05,

@i Bonferroni B )5 2 B LT K I SRE A RIS 0 B3 /N TR PR s 4 (p < .05), HE4Lm)
/AT, =HAG SAEEBmE 1R SE%H(12.24) < F1E4H(13.88) < iz (14.04).

5. 1Hig
5.1. ABREEMKZFEZARIBEIT AR
5.1.1. MAHIRFRBIEIT A=

e 4L BTG R B S O P SR R, BARTE AT SRS T, BRSO S AT — BUL S 4T
PRI, XA AE, AT (2016) 25 T MR A g A R R 2B 0 — B BN U 10 54T — BRI 35 4T
58, SRR FR AR, R S AT T I o (B R AR IS AR S R S WA RS A AT 3 0 K
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics analysis of scores in different dimensions of distant group
3. MITAWH S HE LSRRI 2

At M £ SD Atk M £ SD
i 777+1.76 FATHE 589+219
LE 7.47+155 IPR=RUIPR 6.45+1.99
LT8R 7.97 £ 167 AT IR 634£235

LEFH 7.86+1.85 L FATIR 639£311

Table 4. System resulting data of standard experiment
= 4. FEIABREBMNAFEZERNBETAFIEF M S ES

Ap i F p AP E F p
S8 2.94 .05 SR 7.92 .00
DE— 1.27 28 IVE=PLIEN 17.46 .00
AT 5L 44 64 WY RLIEN 15.07 .00
LEIT 42 .66 TN=ETRLIEN] 12.90 .00
WS (50 1.73 18 N GIEN) 18.82 .00

Ky 16.50 .00

14.5

14.04
14 13.88
=0

13.5

13

12

11.5

11
FeEd Bz rhE

Figure 1. Comparison of total scores in the test with different interpersonal distance

E 1. FRIABREBEZARREITAFIBNIR 20t

FRATHE A= 75 18 B 5 22 1938 2 A W AS AN TS v 180 B P VRAE AT O o ASTIT 0 A IR S 2R A S A A 08K
R RE T, JCHRAE WA S L, RO ST R O F s RALOAT R =3 L PE A
LA BERRE P I (5.86~6.81) . AR 5 1R 55 (2013) WFFE R I, W NI AT RS 1 T KA B S AT R i
AT, JCHRE AT I T PR BN AR IR R, IR E RIS A Sz B % TR0 B AR
AR T AR BRI E P o TR R A 25 10 25 FE MR 1B KA AR AR TE R U IS B T R AR R B AT
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5.1.2. KEAHRFRBEHEHCOIEZERNITS

R HPAAE AT S A AS FIWTIT, ORI B 2 Al R 0 AT — B(7.76) M 5 4711 % (4.88): Bz 2
POAR I ITE I B R 7 04T — B(7.97) 10 5 1 9E(6.45) . HIELEL MM AT 15, KRN =T, EHA
thas, FERHT SRS AT AW, X0 AT — B WS T AR S AT MR RABAT N E NG E, BRI X
ANBIHAEAT R, #EOGEREERZ 07 WRBMAIMEIT N, X BANRISATAT AR, il oeE
(R AT 5 RARE MO E S0 “157 BT M. X554, 54k (2016) Mt 78 Rl e ge b [ DL A4
RS “FENT BN ETE, G 07 WIN FEMANME “F 7 M 477 G, B C0-F7
B C0-ATT B TEREA A S, B EAR WS AT N AW B R 0T B EREA
B, TR R WA A N RAGAT N P2 A, “FAT IR ARy L FE R, FEREAE AR
WITAMAITRASBTE, TIADGRIMUE) “F 7 “477 o B i, FEMESEBREG RN SERPEE
NAE SRR R, AATTRHRAE BRI G SRR S & DL “0” WO E RIS, BNEE AATH
WA RAE B FRRIAE R, A IR FAMAm “F . 177 %1k,

5.1.3. FEIABRES THRERBEITHABNESR

PR SR, B A AE ARSI R, G S N AT R IS B AN I
INFIFEEE 22 S W SR A e v o B 3B K T R R A A ze 2H (F = 16.50, p = .00 < .001), X 5{Eix
— M. H =R N SEEA(6.12) < HHELL(6.94) < BLZ41(7.02). XK, EHAEH
MRS, R N AT A—— I A MRS, RIS MAWAEIT N, HRH T AbREE T
N, BN 5 A O RARBEIASRIMH TS, WAENLWATNIERA FME . X5k R (2008)
PRI 5 R I — 3, 2 AEAE I NP AR “an A NI T SHB NI SEEAT R, (ERSWE, R
LN AR TR ? 7 B, AR PR B T =AU R IR SR FEAE N ZI. Ans
(2008) I\ 52 Hp ] L 25 592 SCAR S M, A 28 Hp BT 2 — P AN 3 2 U AE AT, 2 RAimsk. k. NG R4l
i HRRIR AN BR G R o BITLA, 9 2210 (1998)fix Ff fal T- 05 1 AMB BB R RSN £ A2 RIEH 7.
Schlenke %5 (2001)8fF 58 & IAAXRT I A FABE AN, AR TT RE 2 R A (0B T, Bl AT I K 2= T
STBEAE NG T HE LM EN . M. Bk, A REE KR, TR T RET A, RNEM
HEWE=TT, MISRWHELZMEE, SLEFHEUNIEEREER, & — T A4 R i a4,

Haidt (2001)iA A1 6 7538 4 0 W b o2 SR L, 00N TS 57 (Greene et al., 2008) A s &5 AL A
FEXEAE LW A BAR R, ARBE T4 R T 5 B MAEAE . JROEERR Bf 2 W RASAT N, (RLEHI
HARABAT NIIA N TR BE 1) 22 57 P AR TE S N BRI BRI R 43, 1 3 B T 28 ) W v A7 76 175 48 A N i) 38 ELAE
F o DRLEEAS [N B2 5 4 5 M K 2% AR 6 5 AR AS 4T 9 R 18T o

B I 20 (6.94) K T 41(7.02), (HRZERARE, REEE M. THHR NEA RE
NBREEERS, AT — i NBREE B 264, B i rE A AN BB AT N AT e F i A A LA O
B R H S R REE NS ZHAM K RO, X 58 A Bk T U P S B AR . AR
JUSE (2013)BIF 5 S5 I A T ot 48 5 A (1) 3 N2 T ok vy, 7R ) A S 2 445 SR P i A 7 R — AT R0
5 AREGR T RSN, BT AT R SE R IR ISR T A A B R 23 ORIV B A
[ rR V4 5 BRI VP o BT SS ZEBE R B T, TERVESRAE T, s N B = e R WA N R
IR, RPN SIEMFEEANAMAONEENSH ORRGIEM AN FOYERIERZ — MR
(BRI, 55005 05 (2014) BIRFF T 8 I K 5 A 10 3047 8 108 1) DT B 1 -0 R 4] 5 3 N IR s, T T A
AR S A NS . R, ARTE B B 3 A 2R AT VAT P T 2 il B s . 44T
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U P T
5.2. MHMKXFEEFZARBETRFIBTHIR R

AR TEAR I, P TIAE N B BB BRI PR 75 558 R O6 K S 2 22 AR AT P W™ A 2 5, X ST
ABBE = X A AR A AT 9 ™ A B A B 2 AR . AP S e 1 3R, B ARt NBni
BB N B AT I S o 3 5 IR E (2014) ORI FU 48 R — 58, R L A e AT TG B U BT I A2 4 2
FRES SRR, O8NS H CIRIE AN, 5 8 CEaz A N . B A 7T b 2
SRR B A N B ZEARURAB AT AT FIWTIS e A W 0 SE I sk, AR O S 1, AR D28 8 AT 9 Y
RS e

6. &t

ABEFAF U R 4518

1) AFELNBREE B R A 2 ARBE AT A FIW R B2, RIS B N5, W T 5 H O RRRE
N IR RAEAT NN, KRPEFEEHRINEENT N, TR -METAERMEERSE M52
RAGUE N EANEEYE, ARADHBEATNMTEEIN R, 2Rk T s B .

2) HHESRAETR, PERIDAER A AAREAT F IR AN B 25, (HRAE R R (K A B B 261 R
RILM BT AT A, ZAEX T H CRRBE K2 ARWAE B0E 2 AR RAZAT A W7 5B

E&WE

H R 2RI ETE « H 8 A S I ED 5 B REATHE " (W H %5 : 14BKS080)
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