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Constructing the reliability and validity of belief scale and self-efficacy scale
on the communication of Complementary and Alternative Medicine

Hsiao-Yun Chang'" Chia-Lun Lo’ Chiu-Hsiang Wu’

[Abstract] Scale development method with three stages: questionnaire preparation, consensus on content validity, and measurements of reliability
and validity was undertaken. A convenience sampling was used to recruit registered nurses who have a year working experience. A total of 752 data
went for statistical analysis using the SPSS for Window version 22 software and the AMOS version 24.0. The exploration factor analysis extracted
three factors on both scales. The belief scale contained the following factors: value belief, role responsibility and core competency with a total of 17
item and 63.80% of total variances. The self-efficacy scale contained the following factors: motivation, care capability and caring skill with 59.29%
of total variances. The confirmatory factor analysis of model-fit indexes showed good fitting which indicated an optimal construct validity. The
internal consistency a coefficients is above 0.80 for both scales. Through these scales, we can understand how nurses communicate with patients
regarding their use of complementary and alternative medicine, which could be used for the design of related nursing education as well as the outcome
assessment of this educational program.
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1 HiE
1% 9% 55 [8] [o] % iij Bly BiL % 4 fgt B vpr o0y (National
Center for Complementary and Integrative Health,
NCCIH) 3 il bhy B2 53 1998 ok 2 5 il 6 45 A~ B £
W%, AT Wl B (complementary) 4 ~ T % JH
(alternative) ; ~ T # & (integrative) 5 I T % &
(therapy) 1 ~ T i i (health) 4 o 9 Tii» & 4%
$2 il By B 53 45 9% 3: (Complementary and Alternative
Medicine, CAM ) B il Py Ba %% & {4 {# ( Complementary
and Integrative Health, CIH) ¥ & & — B 55 W0 R 11y
R PEE T AR S > DALV — 5
(NCCIH, 2018 ) ouifi BBl 3 H0e i % BAps B i S kA -
IR H BIEEE > AR, (natural products) ~
B0 (mind and body practices) Sz H e i Bl 5%
POSIITAMERRE ~ Bl F IR FEBEER ~ (45000 s 5
B~ S EE AN RIEE (ST ~ RIBEE ~ MR
Bf > BRIESE 2 2019) o 42K » NCCIH iy 32 BAE %5
& EEAE B B RURE R B PR A& 2 Ve ) > B
TOEAT RS RS R SR - DB ARER 1 2 2 PRI 2L
P> WA E R R > (R B SN B i
SR HE A 205 | B M B R4 (NCCIH, 2016) o
1 B #6544 4% (World Health Organization,
2013) JRHED) TR SRR A - 2014-2023 £ >
EALIZBAIR ~ WE7E SR G s o ek - fEHA
R e A M T B PR A R0 © BT SEB8BE »
BRI 70.3 % ROGAE— 5 Z A i R 22 41l 72 128 il
MAEEF (Huang et al, 2019) o SR » 1 & 3F %
i B B S SRR T AT S TR AR H B — R R
2k SR I 5 2 2008 4F % 2015 4F Ffe B8 2 1 49 i 5C
o BB — RN A\ A R Bl
Bh B 53 5 vk (Yang, Sibbritt, & Adams, 2017) o {H
i N ARk Z TERERRUSL T » 1% il 15 Bl 5 e vk Bl v %
— B P T RE S A A DT i e b - B ~ FEAE
(5%8) ~ @I ~ A B DR Wi FHEE Y R .0
J > W—FR ] 16 5 B RHRI BB 39% AN KL ME B
W g R > H 57% 2R e hfire e molE > o4
ST R]IRE =Rl DA b > AR R T 52
% (Lombardi et al., 2019) o
SR~ WORAIEE ~ = RT3 o] S5 o 5 1 e B
PR B TG T BN I s S i 1 B S S
LI BOREEW] o 2 WG B B 22 B & #F S2 Fi Rl B

B 5 J R A A GE PR B R e > HE L
i B foe o S A 05 72 998 A AE T vl Y R EE TR
WErfr sz et o (e 8 W RE TG AR L i R OR R AT B O
A, (American Holistic Nurses' Association, 2016) o
DRI I > S — 0 S5 O A R RS B - R Ol e A
S5l 1 B 5 TR R W R TSR > DA OR e it vk g Bl
WRIBEYIRE G 7 W o 2RO > R A Bl
D Bl 5 e vk 2 SR (5 S S H B RE R o R
WFFELE & o U R B B B K % BWE 58 A\ B 4%
R LT FOAGREAL B A BN L ~ 380~ TR
S > R B o DAR & 2 o3 A HETE Y SR - S
2 /5 AR 1 i B 9 17 25 (Chang & Chang,
2015) o fE ke 28 SRR v ML A 0 L HL 2 75 RS il 21 0
HEF AR R BT ~ R REZ RS > 5 BEA
UL ARG o Wt > ANWEFEZ H A A S — 00 8 R
N\ 2 Wil B B 3 SR R O 5 S B B RE R
HE T B 5 2 R AT SRR T (5 RS0 %5 o

T S T AR AN S 9 20 T R Py — AT 38
A B R R RELARE B 1 > SRR SR ~ B
B R ATE AR B R A DB B BOIR T (3
5E > MF5E) 0 2017) o Ajzen (1991) JRGHFHIT LB
i (Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB) ZHERE ~ i
R ~ FESEAT 25 P2 S50 0077 70 AT 26 (53
RIS & ~ BBIE & o MRINAT 22 E SR
B K sl > PRI o ST B SRk W
R A1 1 S o B B S SR TR 2 A
Lo BUATE Lo IARYE o SFIir MIBR A0 (2019) %%
SE% eyl FPNSE RS | ESE - 4= 30§ iRy
FIELG O o HE R E BB 72 AT B 2 A5 R
HIFEIY o {fchE Bandura (2006) F HHER i > ik
H IRURE R B SZ R ~ M4 1k B o 1 48 = il B 5%
B> GG I B 5 R R BRASRE R R T T
Al B 360 A BE 5 58 A A 1T 2 Y H FRAT IR > HL R
A — 0] R ) 2% A R N 58 I AT 2 v 1 2 I3z
Fe YIS R o A B FE 40K IHb o B G 258 J e 0 Gk o )
Oy YL 0 15 A i 2 B Il L 3 Rk v R
URE R R ZAERUE o

2 Jitk
SRR AW FeBEET - DT REIER T X - T B
RIENRER P ER L e e A A 5 > ZARF & DU A -
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T AF i — 5 Z POEE PR ~ SR R 5% ~ BED
HSCOCF I o S m B A S > BRHA
B HUES )5 A AR b B & 58 26 0 > AN Fe i & i
TR BRI B B e e P R R G d A (508 ¢
FYH-IRB-101-12-01-A) » I B[ 2014 45 1 H 5
2014 5 4 H > P ERNEIDBRRPIAT o
2.1 E R BB ) %

ARBRFE R FGE R > YL W BT I T A R

ST 2 G B A SORRA B BIN B 36il 1) B 53
JEWRER AT ~ RERE ~ IR B FLw i g ) 2 A
BWFZE (Chang & Chang, 2015) ; /&% ] fEBL
HE PR G BN 5 A i B A 0 i il 1 B ¢
W R B e 35 i il 2 7% - (Chang, Su, &
Mannino, 2019) » @4 K& n] DIE A & 2 EE »
MEAR G AT 2 Bl G 2 AT 25 & ~ RIS & > #5145
AR RT3 2 PR I 17 ol O B S R 2 W s R

2R T At ) o 9 1 e B 2 M IR B SR

ZRERE ~ WS T R 0 R S R R A 2 5 L 5T R
45 Kz 40 A T G S R o P A F S I B B
T 3 R R A 7 P A B Ak 2 i T I B 4% - iR T
JiR 34 Ko 28 ji il T e R o
2.2 BRI M NERE

TFGAERT 10 AEPLA B > Sl EH LR A
S(3~20 4 ) ~ WA NI~N4 S SRR AR &

it~ T8 k993 3 S AN [l Rt Aol ~ A [l s A

ol > IRBCER R e S PR AL > AT R R R
R SHEEIEADE &G TG > W& T
> RN S B ERR  —E By
Bt B\ B AR - R B R R E UE AT (R
DR $ SR8 0 iy vy B G 1 BB D) R o TR R 2
KEGTAER ~ BF ~ i) ed “*Ea?iﬁ&%%%mf“
BEEHF R BTN EREEFES > SHER S
A T TE 2 AR T R o ﬁ“‘ﬂzﬂﬂlﬂlffﬂﬁfﬁfﬁ )
BI 38 7 0 oz TR D178 28 o 1 ) 2 B — B PR, 70%
e H 3> DA RS - 38 20 05 & i 2R B FRogRe i
LA HERE =N RE T > FEHS CVI 252y 86% Jz 88% o
2.3 FMEREE T TR

T 5 S B 0 ] PR e R R A AT R e
BRELR » 53 A 29 L Je 24 18 o BRER-LEEEES -
1 EEARE) 27 GERFEZE) 2 58k
AR B IE 1] B i ] PR RE AT - F 2 TRR o

ARBIEFEER I3 (IR » A 5 36 4 Email $5EE G EA
[vi] ot TAEREEBE B > M6 PIAEE 42 77 A DAY
PG o 1RO RS TE » BB 2
Bk AR RBHE A2 HNER
K251 (Abell, Springer, & Kamata, 2009) » i {fil &
FIk 53 8 > WA 265 2ELE > K HPETTHREEA
B oy Wl TR Wi 22 8L > 3% 530 44 > {HINAHR G
TP > TR E 752 I H SN o
24 BRI
ASWEZEE R SPSS for Window 22 JilR#i i £ E fik il

Ko AMOS 24.0 WRASHEL T ROBHE T3 4T » Je AR M7
RPEATIEAR R AT » BRI H 700 ~ BRRTER
FIT W B Ak T R R e RSB N B - B H 5
e 32 B % e I 3 > DRBE (Critical Ratio,
CR) <3.0 ZsMMFRAE e ; Phi s s ot ] ] B 1k
i > W ETNERAB RN 0.40 BOKIR 0.85 (2 M
T3 e o M R B v T FE R B PR Bz i e (5
WIRE > 2009) o i EORHBERE 73 Wi AH » AEHESL PR AT
Bt Wi BR AN R E 1 - POEATIRIZR 0 b o R
K128 53 Wit 6 1 3058 5 53 M B L 5 ol ey e R BB ALk

(Varimax ) 175347 > W% 5 DURHBIE (eigenvalue)
KR 1.0 ~ BRI RIS E1 ff SRR 0.30 ~ SEAETTIN
BRI (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling
adequacy, KMO) &KX 0.80 Kz L ICERIE A8 5E (Bartlett
test of sphericity ) {5 p<0.05 (SEHJ[E » 2009) o

HERE 7 AR 2 BR JH Amos (18.0 version) %

i > DU KRBT T 2 BUAs SRR e > Mo i
HEREEE (CR) >0.6 FISEHZEHEE S & (AVE)
>0.5 TE 2 FIBHEE 5 T 280 52 2 B 7 1 e 1 5
T S5 A A [l v S ot R > R O O DA% T L
SAVA Y AVE {6 1Y 77 B2 72 75 KR At A ] 18
7 5 TR ) R BB 20 55 ¥4 G 700 R 55 2 3
It & £ >~ Likelihood ratio %> (p>0.5) ~ £ 75/ H H
BE b (x Ydf<5) ~ Goodness of fit index (GFI>0.9) ~
adjusted goodness-of-fit index (AGFI>0.9) ~ root mean
square of approximation (RMSEA<0.1) ; FzAH¥HER TS
%8 normed-fit index (NFI>0.9) ~ comparative fit index

(CFI>0.9) (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) o & #E17 DL
P 1] i 2R B A ] R P 9 0 B0 TR T8
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%1 HEREM
AR A BRI ARES
54 IH Wy EHERE ) Py e tHt/F p Sy P t/F p
A FHrk
iy (M % SD) 33 7.19 84.5 15.9 0.17 <0.001 42.8 6.9 0.12 0.001
TAEEZ (M + SD) 10 7.10 84.5 15.9 0.14 <0.001 42.8 6.9 0.07 0.074
AN EHk
P51
Ll 12 1.6 76.7 14.6 -1.7 0.086 412 4.6 -0.83 0.407
# 740 98.4 84.6 15.9 42.8 6.9
B RE 6.56 0.001 3.36 0.019
FAEHIER 159 20.1 80.7 16.8 1<2,3<4 41.7 72 1,2<3,4
PYAE ] K 22 254 33.8 84.6 15.9 42.6 6.4
AR 298 39.6 85.4 14.9 433 6.9
rgefi DLk 41 5.5 91.9 16.2 45.0 7.4
SR 9.71 0.001 245 0.087
Wi 403 53.6 82.2 15.9 1<2,3 423 6.7
B 332 44.1 86.9 15.6 433 7.0
ik LR 17 23 91.2 13.1 44.9 6.7
il -1.81 0.071 -2.61 0.010
S i 675 89.7 84.1 16.1 42.6 6.8
W/ SRl 77 10.3 87.6 14.1 44.7 6.6
] R (e ol O L g -8.47 <0.001 -5.18 <0.001
i3 492 65.4 81.1 15.3 41.9 6.7
r= 260 34.6 91.0 14.9 44.6 6.7
il il B B S S e -7.38 <0.001 -3.82 <0.001
1 612 81.4 82.4 15.5 423 6.8
RA 140 18.6 93.0 143 44.6 6.6
F 52 T B B O S -6.98 <0.001 -5.01
Eii3 447 59.4 81.21 15.65 41.74 6.59 <0.001
H 305 40.6 89.26 15.18 44.26 7.02
i B L e v R 14.27 <0.001 7.64 <0.001
4 118 15.7 77.7 153 1<2<3<4,5 40.8 72 1,2<3,4:3<5
2 384 51.1 83.4 15.5 423 6.7
it 184 24.5 87.9 153 44.0 6.9
R 59 7.8 925 14.5 45.6 6.0
S 7 0.9 99.9 18.1 463 5.7
3 &R /NS 0.40 SRR 0.85 [ i B Kz M B i e B oz AH B AR

3.1 ZEEIRENE

SELE A DGR B 2B 1> /s
T RS 33 B £7.19 5% 5 AREME 21 R 60 5%
T3 AR IR 2 10 58 £7.10 48 5 TfE 1 % 33
ELRE o B 124~ 7404 (984%) 5 H593 %4
(78.9% ) W28l HER DL BN 5 S UHLE 403
i (53.6%) ©492 4 (65.4% ) fEM# R —F R
55 JH 205 iy B B 55 R 3k 492 44 (65.4% ) Je % 612
F AR By R M A B 53 SRR (81.4%) o
32 MEHEGH

ARWEFERE 752 fr Bk AS IR H 20 A SR AT < B
AR A o AR T MR o A R i 5 AL > AT W M 5L
BRAS OB > B 25 S SR o IR B e M
EifE (CR) <3.0 > i Bl Bl 5 JEURE 8 2 15 & it A i
o By B g S i A RS A 53 ol A T 4 e R
58 o A 2% e DE 2 [ B PR o I ERAH R 15 B

BOREIA S HEAH PR R B B I - WA S R 4 L
E AU RE 2N 3 8 > dpe R A5 W E 275 21 i e 16 78 o
3.3 HRRUE

P RO T OB DI PR R I ( KMO) > falig
{6 %% 0.937 (Wilf5EE) K 0.877 (il HFAAwE) »
P ECERTE i 7€ (Bartlett test of sphericity ) {E /i {ifl &
KR BFH AR (p<0.001) » Ja i H 47 1Y i 1
AR 2R S5 BT o W AT A TR DR 2R A B &S A AR
=R E > R A EEBS (6 ) ~ fAilgsE
(78) RBOHER (658) » BAFFEEER %
63.80% ; %48 1 FBCRE F AR PR K 22 0 K)F 2y
RAEEIBE (358) ~ WGERE S (5 78) MBS (4
) o PR LERE 59.29% ; % 3 I 4 8
DB LR 28 ~ PR3 B e K S A S Ay
MR > 3> DA
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22 Tl LSS SRR A £ 2 I I PR A e A B

B2 YA HE e

s (b ZE AR SE. CR.? p BEHEAL IR 22 £ i CR’ AVE*
il B B S e W s
i {7 1 0.863 0.859
B2 1.000 0.752

B5 1.105 0.074 14.982 ok 0.763

B7 1.194 0.077 15.507 ok 0.796

B10 0.980 0.079 12.472 ok 0.665

B12 1.045 0.080 13.115 otk 0.697

B21 0.912 0.077 11.903 ok 0.64
fo ks 0.867 0.827
B3 1.000 0.583

B4 1.505 0.125 12.063 ok 0.866

B8 1.538 0.124 12.372 ok 0.903

B13 1.478 0.125 11.824 ok 0.814

B15 1.127 0.124 9.057 otk 0.557
VAVE % 0.860 0.850
B6 1.000 0.779

B9 1.039 0.071 14.742 ok 0.743

Bl1 1.053 0.069 15.341 ok 0.782

B16 1.100 0.071 15.438 ok 0.781

B17 0.718 0.088 8.137 ok 0.502

B19 0.922 0.068 13.526 ok 0.691
Tl Bl B 5 vk i PR e R
AR 0.600 0.701
S1 1 0.41

S2 -1.765 0.258 -6.838 ok -0.834

S13 -1.881 0.278 -6.766 ok -0.825
IR RE )7 0.612 0.939
S4 1 0.67

S5 1.17 0.086 13.552 ok 0.792

S12 1.209 0.086 13.976 ok 0.866

S14 1.094 0.085 12.917 ok 0.789
B 0.781 0.781
S7 1 0.704

S8 1.148 0.089 12.97 ok 0.783

S15 1.262 0.086 14.6 ok 0.839

'S.E.: Standard error; *C.R. :Critical Ratio; *CR: Composite Reliability;

3.4 RO b

£ Amos (18.0 version) i > Dline RMEALE
AT 2GRS SR > R 2B AE » SfE
{5 M B 2 58 K 1 FRAHE M B 2 5 > A 1 K b 2
TR BB S o

WS 0380 A B A 2K 2 R o WA R
TE I IR 28 B R R B YEA 0.5 > ALRE B (CR)
B AT 0.86 Z 0.87 Z [ » - 35 5% B AR N &
(AVE) #1ji* 0.82 3 0.86 Z ] ; H AU HE T i IH
IR 22 T R P51 0.60 %8 0.78 2 [ » 4 &5 B HI£E 0.70
£ 0.93 Z[H > B R > MURRR GBS
SETERE S RO & e H B R iy R 22 L o

0380 {3 & 2R M MO I 2 5 IR B 1 o
75 43 0 2 325.3 5 p<0.001 > 45 £ it 6 Jis fi o4
HR IS 5 Z R A8 B o R » R HEAEE
AR » K77/ HHE LS 2.805 ~ GFI{H
0.905 ~ AGFI {fi %4 0.875 ~ RMSEA {# %% .070 ; % #

*AVE: Average variance extracted; *** : p<0.001 o

% 78 I £5 B2 NFI {2 0.909 ~ CFI {§ 2 0.939 o 1£
1 20 ] FRASRE R R i O AR X 2 S A [ s
‘E?‘iﬁﬁﬁﬂ% 175.050 » p<0.001 > JL i 34 i 42 #E o

Rt EE RS « R /Bl 2
5.47 ~ GFI A 7 0.910 ~ AGFI {f % 0.846 ~ RMSEA
2 0.109 5 K AH ¥ I Fa A% © NFI 2 0.909 2 CFI {H
0.924 o DA b5 S BE AR 20 18 58 A W] 452 32 I o
&R (discriminant validity ) J5 1A » {3 3 m‘ﬁ
Hi AVE (2 175 BRUE A 8 it T A R B 4R 8 -

ANANHIESE T i EL R S o
3.5 IERBEREES
e S A R 17 > H AR — Bk

Cronbach's alpha {H 2 0.93 » = {[&l 4% i 5 Jr iy % 29 9
M EHEBEZ (087) ~ Mg (0.85) K&
DFETR (0.86) o FG M A nEm LI 10 8 >
HAHER—F Pk Cronbach's alpha {72 0.80 » = {RA# &
Hran Ao - EAEEE (0.70) ~ IGERES
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(0.86) Kelftsiry (0.81) > EAEBIHE A — 2k
KK > TR P X1 JEL A6 Bl A3 1 LD % 7 % I 1 e 2R
o B3 R R R > TR LR - {HREH
ERANE—BEE A
3.6 IERERIEPRE

& 1 BBIER G SR BB e e R A
il MRS AR ~ BOE R ~ A B
BB SR MRTE ~ 85 4 52 Tl B B 3 SRR AR ~ 2
7 B N ki i B B ) SRR T 2 A6 R o M
S REREL G S AR R UL o At > WA
B RAE T AR SIS0 B 22 5 > W B
B R AL R R R A 22 5 o

4wk

ANWEFERY 32 B H i S b il 1 B 5 A 3 i
{5 B 28 1 FRSCRE K o (H MERH PR R 2 FRR >
JEOI IR T B R A N AR ~ RO ~
P 78 . e N TE — Bk o TE I 80 B BRI K
S i B Ay 7 I 2 e o R — B
{7 0.7 2 80 > AT BRG] - 4% 752 fiH5E 4 o
FEXE H 43 e 4RI (discrimination ) Bil [w] B
P (homogeneity ) 55 2 2 RETE Y WiVE » REIEIY
FHBAR I FE TR 0.4~0.85 [F) B PRk 25 & 786 5 e IE 1Y 3
T FER R, ¢ {E 3.0 ZoBEHE » SRR ERAF » W DARY
FIEAIE AL A (SLHIRE > 2009) o PEEATTHRERL
JE B 32 R 43 43 > KMO % §) 1 B 2 G BR i A o »
U FBOE S AT IR A B > S S R R i E
TR 18 1 2 A A AR ol IR 7 > S

Bl 2 Sl I L S kD00 ] R S8 ke iz I 1 R 38 23 R

T R I > i ot e SRR 3 60% Db > BER AR
G R BT o ineds DU 7 RSO T gt
KI5 b7 » =% B e A 1 M Ao MR L
ABIRAE GFI ~ AGFI ~ CFI Jz RMSEA Z545 1% > %8
TR BRI o W 1 (HBLBR A BORIELE » 5326k
AN B A BRI % 5 S IR S AN B » i
% ZIME LS (BRI ~ FIEHE > 2018) oAl >
R E M (x7df) TREZREARBINRE » B4
TR S WIS HER (B3RkH ~ BRI » 2017) o
A EREAEREWES ME (convergent
validity ) » e Y T 72 R BT PR AR S TR R L
HREERE (CR) APEZENEES L (AVE) B i
B o fETR AN (discriminant validity ) » = B 2 i &
P B TR AT AN [ o i A Tt B R 2 > iy K DA%
BAESATE I AVE fHIVF 5 B2 R B RIRHE AR
THE SR TE A PR R BN 2o B 6 o AT A65 SR BUT AR i
& LA TR I RS A o T 8 28 P — B R A5
FURHERE 0.8 > BRI —BEZ o {7 0.70 =
0.87 » HEHGAREE » WAE—BUERLAF o 5351 » Wiflil i
UM BRI AR vl Tk Bl B B S MR AT B 2 2 8L 45 o

263 i B o YR T W A e AR B ] RO A R

i 0 B SO kT 5 A L 2

i1l B fa ki ZOFE
HEEE 0.926
PEREt o=y 0.693 0.921
Bl 0.774 0.806 0.909
T By L SR i Y R i e R
e 1w Prtge s AR B R )
Gl Re s 0.837
LA 0.536 0.989

IHERE /) 0.661 0.712 0.883
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il Wy B S KR A A R 2R DAt AT 2 B
ZAT RS~ B S ~ PG SR R W L
TS PR DRI 22 53 W 01 2% = Ak e » e 44 2% « {6
e (TAES) ~ ACBE (BEGES) ko
F3E (FERIEE) o (EEBE 00 S B B 53 M0t
PREAT 2T HIRR I IE ~ BPEEE ;s Ak S
NENHCAETT 2 52 B4 S UG T B R g 5
Bl s (BERfE &) HIREKME ARSI T 2l »
H ST AR IR > WS B RE ) B A U5
Hll 5 BRI 17 8 o fESOR L MM PINRE 2
% i H B G R R G TR ESAME
Ko TVREEE SR o WIlAREE (CRE > 1999) > BLR
IR BER 5 MBS SRS SR R R >
BURHEZERAE TiRAAIER . (EEBE) ~ T4l
RORHIBHRRRE ) (AT ) K " A EM BIEE T
(D) =filkdm Gt > 2018) o

Tl B B 5 S0 o 0 R e R M DA R
UG AN ~ BB R S N R R R TEBRES
PERIZE 55 7005 2 = AR 1w > SE ST 4 AR
BRTEEIE (RRRE) ~ AR (BERETE) RMEne
J1 (BREE) - BRISRE S i Sy 1y Bl O St i 2 W
AT 2y (O B e R 17 2 (55 5 LA I 3
6 14 3 2 B L B ) e G 5 MR RE )
FE AR B A e T B E SR HI B > R R
10 78 o FE3CHR L > TR AU R 2% > ki
HeaRMmEEL > BBl B 281 5 R
il 0t 2R AR (DL 5t 2 2 B TR 288 8 0 P R AR sk iz =
o RS PRI T BB, BT R
R RS (PRSE(S ~ BRS35A » 2017) ;5 HfE BT 58
#2— W > ERE I P9I AH L o 53 —WF %% DL Bandura
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