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Abstract: Using the research consequence of exercise risk and perception of risk for reference,

this paper made study on the perception of risk in exercise issue of the elderly. Firstly, based on

the risk of exercise of the elderly, this paper defined the conception of the perception of risk in

exercise of the elderly, and analyzed the important role of perception of risk in exercise behavior

and the exercise risk of the elderly. Then, the research explained the differences between the per-

ception risk and the real risk in exercise of the elderly. This research used the qualitative research

to investigate the theory of the perception of risk in exercise of the elderly and the quantitive re-

search would be made by questionnaire, the feasibility analysis of the combine of the two methods

was presented at last,
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ERFE RS LERTE S, B T HERY B, R
RPEEABNEUNER. i TPEFEARKLUE WBH K
BHRENENEETERE ETREEEX TRIRKER
BIRLE , IR TR ARAE I 50 ¥ LUG . B, AU B4 A
FEH 50 B RUAERARE.
2.2 fEEAKERERKE

BREPEEASIEE B H L0 E 2 X3 300 /Mg,
A 7T ATV R A N RS B BR 3 e, B
RIE , AT BOARBIE T BRI B — BT 817, B7EP 4
B RS2 H AN B LA R 22 40 69 RIS 7 38k S b 5
K TARZH PR, B B E KR E S E ™ IR 7]
B(ED,

F 1 EEXRREVEFEACERERCES

Bl X =M & R
2006 ¥ 79 FHIEEREGR.OIEREE E=E: g
2006 KJE 80 % KEATERGNTRMAE M i¥1d
o sw DEPENEKTRABUASR
iy a DESEARELURIRS e
2007 KEE fgjfﬁqﬂﬁ%?ﬁ?ﬁﬂl%%w&%% BTE
2007 AT 65 F B ATE RGN RAE M NE&T
2008 FEE 80 &% MIRKE DT RGN BEkH Y1
2008 ;;H@%AE%%N&E%&&M PO
_ I o
2009 Fi %;z%?ﬁkﬁk&%rﬁﬁﬁ B

(BRI AR IBAR B BHRE R )

AL X A RS (risk) — i8], HAZO& LRGSR M
AEHRIL”, Sunho(2004)iAN, R E#RE B A G0 &
B, BREERMERANTHESE, HE. SHENBERS
Rl AR E B X B AT M RN EREMNBEE L
HBEpGES ., PEFFEESES B EMMERE RS
BOAFENE, FERAGEN. . ENHEMERNGEENS,
ERGS5EESNATFREFNS MM BRI EB R M
K, W EEAR TR T RS TRESRS S E EFBETE
R BERG BT REET

ZEPE (200 TEX RIET EF AR T HBEFEAB RS, &
X EE ARE BIHE S IDR AT 01, BB E AT BE
KU % AE A Bt [a] L 3th 5 IA S DA R R A TR B IR B L & N A i
TR, FHRERBEHATT 4. BHT EWER LM 11
MEREE S ER RERE S HLZ0. 0E . EEF
#HE BNE. X & BFREE BRI BEE. A, FRE
ABSBRETR GRE EE BEGHBMEEU R THREH
FHEBEMEFHATER R LR P EEARTRERARETE.
2.3 REEAKEEHRER MRS

— i, PEEANMEFRAEK, A M EFR . EF
HERURKEEFRBRZHERNT, . B R LR, HZAE
FBER BB 55—, B P EEARETEHIRK

« T4

B, AIUTHEL IS mETFRENGFUF S E, L2
U™ RESE, HREM XHHE E %, XM S0 ship i
ZARMRRREWBR, WHKDLEN T AEEBAEFA
R PEFANSEIRE R HBIFFERE T 17k
FRET N TELEARN S, X EL MK, K
FHEFERIR .

DFEWME, EFAET B R R BARAT 7=
AMEER, AEAARERENNE, BRE—ELRE. FE
BT AT BRI P B AR E B KU R A R AT R, B
R ESR T ERE .

DOABEE. AENBELCABTREAREE, FBPE
FENFERGENRHMGREGEAREHEH, KRB 4HREN
R L 3 A LA B LB 1 i AR B R R S R B BN T HASE .

(OE R, FREABAT #SEEHEEIURR
1O RE 7 2 A AT 7E BR B XU S BT, R 8 K% B SR B X 1
M. B TEFEFEARERE D BEEFRNREE LR,

(OFEFEHE., KRHIEEZHTEAEH P EEANREN
EEEMEIANBHFEE. PEEAREREGCHEKLE
EHNRERRAIREACER FNEE, REWH, FIUAR
UEMR. B, XEE FREFNART @, EEHEE™
HEHNAERR.

GIREME. ATHEFAGEIERE ‘WL, NEF
R U 2B IT R R A, N Z B2 KB 19 TR A R R
I RUB ) M 922 32 B 240, — BB F R A, 0 (648 DI X 15 4
A FHEh.

O FEM. PEFNEBEIENES, GHNIEEFSE
BERETZIGE. —SRRF, 0O RM0ERRK, EEE
BT EEARERTEG R,

e BEELURKEESELTENMRERCKET
BIRE G E REHITEIT, 4 X P R E AR RE SRR
ENGES - = RO i R N3 i E AN R 3N
FEEABEBEARENAMN . FEFEARTREHNRLL2M
BEES—RIEBERIFNR, AREGEFRNREMBER
EER/MIER. XEFREEAH-REMHNSRESH
S8BT SR R B 25 Ak, BT X BT R A B 0 T R A
TRRBRALFENEE. XheRES, RHEPESF
ANEEBHRR SR T —EN ).

EHR, MEMRNAREREA N TERE ELHMBOHT
AR D AT SRR B 7 TR, 2 B B B I 26 O BT
ERBTHORA. BIEHGHRERE NS E R AT
TR T LA B

3 hEEAEHRERRIAMD

3.1 pEREAGEHREREANNEE

R A EIC(risk perception) & FIRWARAMNABRSEME
WHMH— S, RERERANRERER AX—BX L
¥ B RR—FARMER AN, A S A MERA, EE,
AT LIF FHZ 58 R 18 5 R F B Y HEAT H B R R B
e, REA AR R T OBFR P KB A, EREANE MR
ST VRS B H B S B, Slovic(1987) A%, ATEAE & R
Ak Ryt , — i 3 B R R B 58 A XU 2 o7, BRER S AL
BANE, b, T AR AT XU B — A P4 R R
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BB RET XX EE U R EE. ERSTMHETH,
TR — 8 3 B3 X R % 7 30 B A0 B ), S Bk R L AU Y
“RERINET, A2, BEPEFT(2008) %K T 15 3 XU A A (per-
ception of risk in physical activity) RE RN “BEEEESIP. 25
XA EHAE 15 3h 00 B BT TETE B9 & R 70 7 W XU B9 L
WA R RZ T,

L28 DA_E XHE B RS LA Be RS TA F B 3R , 2 3048 R
ZEANEERERGANAER  FEFAEFRTRENLRE
o, Xt BT 2 P 45 ol 25 SO0 XL BEY % B LK) 6 RS2

REEAFE  — MR SE S, RE AR ER
. FE, FER RS, B TR B AR AR, X XA
AR BAR—3, Slovic #id B E 447, 18 H XA
TR AL KBS 4E BF (dread risk) , 455 5 MUK
BRI I 5 R T 4 1k R R B AR BR R 5 R S LR 4k (unknown
risk) , & FXUBE # AT AN A2 T, Williamson (2005) B9 2 A&k KU
R TA S0 A = S KBS HE AT VA B9, 43 510 00« (1) X RS Y
BRFRE (Unknown Risk); (2) XU 25 B A 7 & ¥ (perceived
dread) ; (D R & BT S MG T- A KDY, X4 T2 (2006)
RIBFFE R, T B R A XURA 5 88 7B F o, B U Y
AT etk XUBR: B BT IR o XU FR T b 1 IXU R # ] B  AF RUIRE B
BN, Weyman A1 Kelly (1999) 1A 24, 3% #2.3% F KUK 1A &0
BEFHWETE TR GWERIER, BB B BEE
(RERTTREYE) RS L K 5 2Z Ak 7R 093 o W P45 5k 19
I=F Saay ¢t
3.2 HBAAZESEE AT HEPIEA

BAREBIFER R B ES B FIHER, B2, X IR 6
BHIEPEEANEEFTREES . XTI EF R EMNTT
. EMEERTENERNBEERG DU, BRFTN
(risk taking) B9/~ Z BN A S . XAERRWE MR, X
HEZ A RE My, mRIL F=EEH, e, XA AR
FEEMNEA.
x2 BRITHHBILRE

FEW A

APTE R RS 57 60 T b B O B B
T WS BCR R AT IR R 4
FEEABHAE BRI ABFEE M
HERTH

A FIRBBAR AL G RE . BE
—FpEE T A ERAIT AR, X H
A HERTHSER) B ¥ RARIE DN
RIHATIES

BB ANTE P XU 597 B PR A
RI4T oAt i Flic 25 , B TR BE— T
KAE A DTS RBRL

it

4% 41T (disposition)

KB R 5 38 38 (risk

preference theory)

H{E B E R (value

expectancy model)

7R 44 W AR (behav-
ioural affordance per-
spective)

AMTTAERERAT 8, LRHRTHRS
AR A S £ WA X RR 2
REEE

FEERTHS ALAURTAFEE.
BEREEELT RO, . K25
BEAARFU. TAEREE NEEN. T
ABA BEENERNNUEELBRER
A TR R ARk, RAE N
BEREW

Ellis(1957) &) ABC Btk N, AT B EH Alactiva-

B4 LB 5T (safety

culture research)

ting events) il & Bl A ZE #9455 C(consequence) , {N4E J& K& WA
B, KEB A2 oh AT 9 f5 & R 45 B(belief systems) 5H4AHE
ERFSHEBHUY, MEEHEQCODMFFEEHE T AMEAM.F
EMATRHZ M EEXR(15]. Rundmo(200D) AN “3F %
RS AR M & S BA BB MA R SITHN=E, X
BHNAZETARRNKEEZRNEZERD.

ZEEBGMIBR, BXER 4L AEFRERERBE,
FAT— LI ER B 2 K MTE S, 2005 4F 6 F 23 HWLR N,
KA AT E AR, T EERBEHT, SR FAF LM,
HEOMEER LTI,

i, AR ARE RO AR FEEHREKRAS: 41£
EATEEETHEE-TEENRE, R %K. R
T » EFIESE, AMEEBL E BB, M A, O R i8, mM
IR 4.5 AFFIR, ZBMAEXNE, AKOBINE RERRE, X
HEGSRLEMERENERBRE. A, FEXMHE R,
ESFH_EARTBRER . SARERE . EFENERERE
FHBRH BHABPEEERAEYE. AN, KERTEE
AHEA B IRBX BN MEE, NS B— R GH G
ik, B, PEEARTEEXBE NN EETRETH
BHEEWER, RIFH X ARKFEERIMITETREE
EHEERBEZ—,
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Fischhoff(1979) %} & M@ HRFITRE  EREH . &
XA R MAT I REARKB#H TSR EH, TRANRSHEAR
THEREABEREREMHEN. R, BEANHAKE R
T — iR , QR RS 2R A TR A A X R LB S R AR
fEMADT, Knowles(2002) 7EXF 4% B 49 XU A S AT B 5Tt &
B, PR A S — e ) 55 A XU (N 3h A AL T 45D
TRAS H A — 28 KBS (N AL BA S B BB B, Jona-
than(2007) {8 5T IESE A — B RS FIA R 5 B R &
A S BRI SR MRS A AR AT, XSt R, AR
KA RTE 5 B WRBS #E4T L XT e, SR gemait, P —2
FHOFERE, FERGFREIADS Z WK TR KA
ERE, ERMERRE K EW A, BAF AL LEES N E
W BE ShAFAE .

(DM

RS S 5 B35 (risk homeostasis theory) AN, & — P AER
4 HCBRBIET IR AR E XS K, IR BB — K FEER
BEMBRER. SMER-FREF, BABIXEKFET
B C W BinK¥nt, Re@la i B WA RBIERE. B
TR MR A B A KU K R T B 2 8 B AR K BB,
ST A ST RER X .

PEEANFR,H BN REBRE, S, BATT . UG
R, AR HEHNEE BN, I RELG W EE
RSB B AR, CHEY B R RER TR 5HR
HE. EERFREIES, MELTETIE A 8 KR K F
RATEZA I ARMRELERRFREEREEEHNES
. M—EEHRAEFEERRN, MBESRELKE . IAH
ML R IEE | 2 TR BB R ER LSRR,

Covello # Johnson™ A%, it & HIESHEM“BEE”
HEARESSEmA R R AT, NES508. 44 H
BFEUREMHRE B RWHEEER, TSR mHl

. 75 .
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S5O AR IXU G B XU S 4 4 B B » B A o 0 43 5 T AR K 10 KU
B, MR IE & 3040 DL K GE 8 7 T A4 °T 32 5% M sl B R B4
X—AT B R . Kaperson™* %04 3% — 15 B R 43 0 #5148 3
IR KU (5 B BRI it SR . X FHEERE
BHSEEWS . X—ERRWEAR K, FEHE A RER“(hEEN)
BCRAZE AP E A R, BEi18 A REHE
HEE .

OBEHE

Covello(198) HHAR BH , NEEHER TEMME L, &
MEGZALRBENLWEWI =4 HE, MAEMITANESH
—E THNHE, WAE S =4 X BR R, HE IS rE
HEFEARTEEPEIAL IR, BRPEEANKEE
HREANZEE SNREE L T EHE W, HE, FEBEA
FTNE R TR EH — By E e, 5t B O THEs A
BRetEaEE, B AENBEETES —EN T #, &
PRBL S LA S B BERT AR A B AR AE, BD“E . M+
A IRAE B EWRIAA, I P 2R A NEET BGHN
AR, 2 - RENERARBHREENRGREE AN
B, BRI RESEBMRGANEHE, CHEIL
e b R N T Y N N o Kb e e ek N D
R EIERBEMSE. UL IR EBNF“EETRH
B AEL  BEHBHNEL, AT A S HEE, ERE
BiEshES, AZREW,

(3

56 R0 XU FEATER R VEAS B SR B A R, 2 AR A a1 ) A
BER (heuristic) R B EYH LW EN. TR —FEEE
WO ARESMETRIERURIFFR BRI TR, XM
ERBEHR T MEARMNEE APUK AR RS 4

AHIR 2 8 BUR 22 (availability bias) 5@ E1ZFF B £ H 4
EXE SRR S B B B A M REME T AR AR 22 . P 4E
ANEEUBR T XA R E RS, R H P — LA RfEh
THERBFMERGE, &iLAREMAGA Y ETREN B
PR R, T —BR A ) 3 /5 - 30 A0 4 1 7 48 o IR B TA 20 4% 3 %)
JEEMIKF F . HiR2E (anchor bias) £ XU A 512 3 K& 34
AEHEWRTANRE ., BB, SiTHE LR HE
BRETEAEEERNEY, #H AT AT —3A 55 3 b
BIEERE , SR W IR 2 (optimistic bias) B MEA MR A S R EE
BC 8 EMESRAM A NRE, HORN X — A4 H
KR, X ™MERHRRAT. XEFAHEFEEAINS
“HOMBENHAIAZ Rt ENAZHRUARESZH"R
FCURFBHFE AR —BERaERE R, B S /O ST, B
HEEMN H SN ER A AR EE,

4 B ANEE SRR A K B R e B R

o EEXBUABIRER PR IR E TS A
FEFHERF > H BT 2R e 5 B2 B0 « KU AR AE KU 15 B Y
B MEER EEVRTUK P SO E R A K,
% AR BRSO BRI BRI N X
WREZEMREAMMEZERER.HE, KEHRLRERRN
B R Z (AT XS OB 5T, B A BF ST BB T SCAL B 3R A B
Ht— S AR B RO mERABOAEHEEWER. &
SRR PR A S R R 2 3, B WK AR S TR MR
BT R A AR . Bk KR A E R
JRBS A R0 B B 2R 0 9 2 SO DR R OG0 XU B 7 58 ) #n 3=
R R A ARHE B RBBE. 21 AR AR T 4.
ISESEAC OO

£3 FRARDOEBER

Bt [E] =) g wmEE

1994 WRIE BT EIREE . B BURENR R R R U R R RS

2006 XI&F,%&  MRER HEAKT X AE U AR R XU BT IR Rt s pL B U 4
2007 pllcH R B IR L KUBSE A S BLBE AT 1 R B 2 XML B (5 4 S DR B SO L B R %

2007 BEH  IENMALR FEMEER EBABERE el

2007 ®EE  EER IR SRR KR AHE R R B R AR R I PAE R B AARAT A

BEBHREERMER NS e AR SRR S SE N AREE . FES A MR A

2008 a5.% s

AR (Knowledge) 2L (Experience) f5{F (Trust) . JBHI XK #57 4E (Perceived Risk Characteristic) . /K11t 2§ (Per-

2004 SUNHO
ceived Benefits)

B BHE (risk characteristics) . 725 %1 fiE 77 (ability to personally control the degree of risk).Xt4H (dread). {5{E

2004 RENN

mation on risk)

(trust) .58 (experience) {5 B Y8 i 7T F44: (reliability of information sources) , K215 B iK% B B (clarity of infor-

fie 1 8944 11 (Underestimating/Overestimating capabilities) . 2 & (Familiarity ), 45 5 ™ & (Severity of Conse-

2005 JOSEPH

quences) M B4 (Cost of Compliance) ., § B (Voluntary Exposure) . X XU & i 7] 4 F1 7] &1 ( Controllable and

Understood Hazards) .4 [H % (Social Influence) .M 2 8 (Personal Experiences)

4.1 BEREE
(1) RS 1E
Slovic(1984) ¥ 16 Fp XUBE 45 1E X 5 A B A4 BE b AT R 58

076.

BIRRRL LB 4 BE AR XU 48 BE (B D). ik, KU BT BH
AN RV ARAIE 2 82 M E) IXUBSEIA A o S [ 26 B 49 IRUR T A 3] 2
AR A R TR B BB A
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AFT RARAR

k3 R R

0 IEIR I KBS
A RR FHIRK FEEEI R
TR BRI AR MEgkmm AR HREBH R
B R E DR HRRERYRE A
ZRIBAK AR ZRBMHRAR *
AFRENRE ARFRENRR "
AR ERRR EBORKR %
35 ERRE NI RR bSo=E 3-7 LN )Y 4
BEBRIFHRR R ERBHRAR
AR 0 A R R A ISR KBS
BERAR BRI R PRI AR AE B RS
B SR LR WA R EN RS X B EEE AR

B R

EEE ot )Ny

H1l Re#ie

(Slovic, P., Fischhoff, B., & Lichtenstein, S. Behavioral decision theory perspectives on risk and safety. Acta Psychologica,

1984,56:183—203.)

Hit, AMERBFE G SRR NG ER, d 0B, ST DR R R A K.
AERENMENERR, B TEEALMFRONE. EW 4.2 THER
MERB AR A RIS —F U, TR H — KRB it R R A (1) B RAAE

FRMEMBIRMEE. YPEFEAEEBNSEERESTS
B W A S TE 3 B B 09 XURS: , 338 X R B XU
ATLIEERZ . F A LR RO AT BV H B Rt R BLATTA AT R
[Al. TEMEFTEBETN B B, F 2 E AN S E A IS SR 2
TR 7= A 3 v B AU A, AR BB VS Bh BT OT BB F= A 9 B 3T 3%
RS2 R, AR RN, PEEANNREERE™
BN STERIEE &R uaabfIxd XU 69 A 5 2 by,
B2 i X R0 XU B R AR AR R T O — PR Rt R
%, AT TR S E AR EINE”.

(2) X v 38

Simon(1989) A RF™, e FAAZEICIZ . B4 T H B H %
FE A BRI, DR F BRI E &= B LA R, B,
MEWEERAEARFATFTHOEE. MERMIZWT WA
MERFEHXENREMS, RE=EE KM ARE., EME
FRREE AT, B E AT 8 3 W7 B TR A 5038
ZWFNHEITIE ., I 20 30 31 W7 o 8 P 5] B, 5 P A 4 A 3K
ot ERRm K,

JXU: V838 (risk communication) &M&  BEK LL B LA 2 4]
RHEBMBEMHEERTR. X—3 8% &KL 0 HH X
BEEREMEXER. EANEEARSAEA XMER 1
AL 3B R IR XT XUR: 312 B 36 3 L 8 I, LA T M N B 2 BT, B 3 R A
ERFIHVMERNE TR T HAERAEESE. XREENE
R0 | ey 5T AR XL R ¥4 8 P A B AR LA R B ST VB P SRR R
RAEZAKEED , FERERRWER T BEARRGET
BERREBMEERRZ.

HTFPFEFEAA S FHEECHESEER, Nk, A6
IR EEEE TH, ERANBENR XA LEWRA]
MEAFBREGHENEE ASERRNETFRETHN, K,
BN HEIRE, ERBLEBITH AEBPEEATEE
BIFEA T —ERMIAE, TSR R THE B O @A &

— O EERZ B 2G4 R “RERERE 7
Al E—-TERMNE LB TEIET . H—T . FILTA
A RER, BREZTHSEM EARAGFRT ER AU
“EERHBRE. ERLREB AR MITE, X4 AHE, G
R ALL

BiEASIATELS, RASEREBEINHENEETRESS
H XS FARITAS 8- AR UL, ZERRBR I S R F Bl T£&
RFRAME MRS fE, Bandura(1997) ), B R AEMK KB B)
REWTb B RBANEE RGN, HFARE KR MHE
. MR, RASARENE R WERE TERAEERE
KIBIPE, A B e shE BT B A WX G R, E i, i 18E
B TFAERLE B RNE™ ., e TR TX—BiR, 12
BB RS RGBS, A0 B B b THIEERRE N E
R MX—REATEEFE MRS RM S 8RB, 407 M=
HAERMERERSHFRNKENITH, Schwebel 1 Plumert
(1999)iA R , A& BE 7 5 45 #1 9 #1 (inhibitory control) 3%, M
TG EE M= ERR BRSS!, X—FibEW. BhtEhs
T X U AR SR 1) A B e T (Rl B R B E S

(7K

HZAEANEER I ES AT E B8 09 S fbc 28 6
INHRZETANINZE . EFENETREREN, BEEA
HFESU—LIE, M AR, “EREERER"E, XKW, F
EZEANTEBRREE LHRKRBE CNES2H RS UL HE Y
TN, MIIXEHERR. B TFECESERSATHRE
BFREHA T OEREGER T —SENGERRASEW
HOZ5KT8%.

Horvath 1 Zuckerman(1993) 37~ , i 3= KU B& 1T M K B 3h
Z2BSIEN B AMKES. MREFARIUESHERM
BZ B s A 2 P FH X — HE T SR TE 22 B8 & A A ] BB T
WHEBY . Williams #1 Andersen(1998) ¥4, SeRTHIG EL2 F &

. 77 .
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%M

3 H052 30 B K R 9 % 4 AT BB AECY . AT, Rt i iYiE B
BOAHENBREELE T ARF RS SREENEH AR
B, BEAG HE RN BB R AREN BT m. Xtk
R EBEBAMTEN 2 S B E 5 O B PR L R Xz sh 3038
HEH .

(3) ez A Al

X 2RO RN, AR ER ARSI
B, WA XA —E B L b Ay “dr 28 (benefits)”, BIFRE F4R
HERONE, BRRTMMEANBERITAINETEREZ—. 0
RITHWE R M E RS EENE, MEER I EESRHY
PRIF T = AEXTAT R O FRAR A 20, BRI 28 AR .

St E—RERAN AN EERIMENEGFTEREER
WRAAMEGR., L, P 2EAGTFRENERETACH
BIEKE, KA TRESSIVLEAR 2RSS, &SR AW
RMRR” BTk, AT SFM S RE R Bk T, ]HE
EMAMYIS I, BI“U38”, BEE A F0 28 &9 38, WA SRR
SR, PEFEAERIGEREN . AEEE AT RSN
HOREMHE . “GMaBRWE, EEHR”.“—2N
FRERE , MF M AS B E , BEnZ gEEE”, “LIRT — S U2y
AEFRT=ZF, RBHEHE”, "BARE—EBIFL. BC
BRI, EENEXEENT. BXEE—ER.BFL”,“E
B, EBIE LW, O R X T, A RLE, R
HMBERET” “RIEBS R . M N BEE RS
FENBEATE—REAE, TEUARR. BE AT, M
K BRER, REESNEN, B4 RS IR EAR
R, EBIEIRITT”, “REBRFELLILERE.
I T EEN M EEE S BRME, BT iIx&
BRI IA R, T 5238 A R £, L RUBS 1A 260 5 4 48 Bz
1%, ZBE TR E B AR R

() FRK

REBEIRAKP-S R 2 E A RS 8RB, HE
B WAL R 0. B AT RS KR B R A R
HRMETHESKER2H, EEBBEZLINARE—FH
B{E B, SEE B BEE M0 AR AT XS 40 B 2 At & 8
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