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Abstract:

HEREIRICREEN S &5 R AH-AL fEERE S X7 A TiE, ¥ A7 LDHRH

BB AHZED 2 LT TAHDO Al ==Y =¥ MIRT 326G (-2 = > FOEH)) ZEYIR
DIEHHEHETHZ. LhL, 2=V = OEBIIABONAKETDH b 2 Ofdz BB AT aE
THb. £Z7T, Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) % RffE#ICHR L7z X4 3 v 27 SEM I
Lo THIIZTZNT 2 -V = > M OEHOTFRIE T LVOMELZITR o7

1 FLC®IC

NTHIRERA (A]) OFE L HICHEREIRSF v v b
Ay bR AL ZFH LS 2T 2ORHADBLDE
FoTW3., ZOEIBRIATLAIBVWTAMEE ATD
EEED 2 LT, EEIEELRERL LS. ABH
IV MORENEBEICEIMEELTCLES LY
AT LDFFICENR Y, BEICKRIHEELTLES &
AT LAOFAMEOK TG &R INn 5. HEH#
IRICREEI NS &5 RIHERRES XA T LBV T
¥ AT L DOFEASRH RO T E2HH3 2121, TA
Moz — x> MIHT 231 (2— = > b OfEHH))
PEYNCROZ e WEETHS. /2, ZDEI R
AT 2, EAFEOIRMDRERERGE & & I LT 5720
ZRIECLTZ—Y = v P OHRERUCABIC L 32—
PxY rOMREOHEEMTH B2 —Y =¥ b DEHED
EHLET2. Z0X512, ANfrz—Y Y bHE
WICHFALBRIET 2 2 A7 I2BWTIMERE A A F
I ZADFRPERICKS.

Z 2T, EEBIAIN R RE RIS TEA R 2 B D P AT EER
Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) % ¢l 2 53K
L7=2&A4F 3 v SEMIZ & - T, KRS B
WELT 22— FOBEOTHIET LVOMEL
Tlhotz. BELETHEFIC X > TEEDOTHIN

SIS L BT REBE R/ E SR ST
T 101-8430 HEHFRHX—YiG2 TH 1 FHi2 5

E-mail: sota@nii.ac.jp
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2 FBSEZE
2.1 HAILICE|TZEHRE

Human-Agent Interaction (HAI) D73EIZEWT, 8
FHOWIFEED 5T\, Khavas[4] 1 & % Human-
Robot Interaction (HRI) IZH T 2 EHIEROFE T
&, BRICHEEZKIZTERZ, (A)rAy bo—Yx
¥ MCBET B ER, (B) X A7 LERERICET 2 EA, (C)
NECBT 2 EHA, cpfshd e LTWws. EHF
ANOFE IRy M 5 EH, X7 LRI
B9 2 HH, NHICKET 2 ZHDIETREW. Ry
MRS 2 ERNC BT 2 HEREICRE 3 2 HRICIE e R v
FOEEER XA RBDRA IV 7 - g, AT
LOBAMR EEEN, Ry N OBEDME &R
ET2bDLINTWVWS., XR7 LEREICET 2 EHRA
J, GEMERZ R 7 BAMICE R Bk, 22708
fif - B R EENS. NHICBF 2 ERL, <—
VFVT 4RI AT LT 2HGEK, BEOrARY b
L ORBRIZENEENS.

T/, HALIZB T 2B vRy MBS 2 H
Wz xz—r=zy MBI EN CBERAZILT
FIRRICE Z D Z e TE 205, VLR IREROFRKIZ
X2ENWEERT 2HENDB.



2.1.1 EEAI1FZIIR

AN =22 b DA VRT3 a2 iZBWT
13, BRIEEERA V25272 a v ODIRLICE > TE
FENZLT 2. 2D XD ICE LT A EEAEELA F
ITALMER. BEAAFIZZAERZZ LT, B
FERICE 2 280K ERERE X D EMEICHERS
22 HARETH S, Luo7] 1 & 3 HERERLEH L 0 4
VERZ I aviZBIBEEZA F I ADIETIE,
S RAT ANFENCER T 2 HEREDOZEIE > 2 T L 4HERIZ
BT 2 HREDZE L X D HEHICE R 2HEIRZF WV
YWV ZEIRENTVWDS., AT LANEICER L 72
AT LAOWREE R YRR EICL B BDTH
D, AERNC X - TH FiE 2 SN2 EREK N IXER
TEHIC & 253F RN & 2 TER DN ¥ THh
5. 7, BEHOXAI=ZALAFWMY ANDZZLICEo
TINSEEBLLWVWETILID S IEMHEREETHID
ARETH 2 Z e ARENTWVWS [1]. X 51, [BEKXA
FIZRARZESWT I AR VI BITWE T 5 A X
TrELEEETHNETLVEKRT 2 222X TE
FOTHREERA EXBZ 20D, BHEAAF IR
ZRHLEHERETY Y 2FEOBBEOH X H S
3 [6].

DX, BEAAFIIRAEERBLEZETLE
T2 Z 2 3BEOBWEHO TR XE S
U TIEEL, EEICEEL 5 2 2 ZH o EERiTE
HATREIC T 5.

2.1.2 BECFRE

Lee[5] 1T XKAUZ, BF L XMEHN P X T LDREN %
22 EIRBEARTHY, MELIXBEIS AT
LDEENZE TEIZ D TH 5. WYIRBIENTTHNS
CEBIESATLORNEEHE LIRS, NEBSRT
LOMEEZELLHELTWAREICT ST, &
FEHEYNCIE SN2 Z 21Tk 5.

BEFSRATLOEHEZSIZERIL, MEES AT
LOFHMEOE N2 EEZ TAREMNEN D 2. 20
728, YAT LAEBEYUNCHHT 2 72D1Ii3BER R
EEIH LE#EEEYNCRIET 2 Z e PERE K 5.

2.2 AFERICELDBERUVREDHE

Okamura[9] I&, =— = >~ h OREE A DERED
KANEAGRD & i 2 A5E D & 3815 2 HIlr T 2 ¥l 4 %
BELE Fo—ryIal—&X ECHEBREREZITS
HIAEERER A7 21TV, =T—Y =¥ b2 ABOAR
FREBERREI HBEZHELTVWS. ZORHA
TRV Y FPORRAIEINERTHEZ LDz
F DVEREZ Povio, NEDHEET 2 Pouto & Prrust, A

D& 27 IR TH 2 NFIDMHEREE Py, CIEE,
BERUORNMEEZERHET 272D FOARERLER X
niz.

(Ptrust > Pman) A (Pman > Pauto) (1)

(Ptrust < Pman) A (Pman < Pauto) (2)

R LGBEREEZRLTEY, =—Y = FOMWHENR
AN OHEREEL D DIEWVICH D ST AP T = v
FEDBLOTVBEHEL TWB I ERLTWVWS.
R2EAERERZRLTEDY, =—Y = FOMWHREN
ANEOHEEL D bEWICH DS T AMP - = v
FEDBENL TR EHELTVWE I ERL TS,
Pirust > Pran X Prust < Pran 3T — 22 I
R 27 BRI EP WD ABOITINC X - THIE
AEECTH B o, NEOMRErZ—Y 2> b
REDOK/NERIC A OITEI 2 A G DY 2 2 & TilbfE
DHIERIT> TN,

2.3 SETH

2.3.1 BWEBFEICELZEFEY (reliability) OF
p|

RS % FIV T, HATISBU 21588 (Reliance)
PHEE T 2FEDFIET 5. Fukuchi[2] 1&, Transformer
encoder ¥ MHIN 2 REYHET V2L L THIE
TIUZ & o TEH (Reliance) D FHIZITV, E8 (Re-
liance) #IEF 2 —IZ X 2548 (Reliance) #IEZ21T o 72.
X R, {Z# (Reliance) IEF 2 —, T—Y =¥ M
X2 227 EZTOREDGE, NEIZX 222 7HE T
HRPODT7 4 — PNy 72 A1 LTEEOTHlIZ
fToTW3.

72720, 2T THVWL TV A{EH (Reliance) I, 3
B (Trust) LIFERMNRL S Z L ITEESI LWL,

2.3.2 Dynamic Bayesian Network % FU\/-{5%8
AL XFR

Xu[11] 1¥, Dynamic Bayesian Network % FH\T/g
XA FIZADOTFMEITo/. Fe—=r¥Ial—
ZERAWT, Fa—ro BRI NEBTAZT1T S
FHERRE Z A 7 AT WRERFSEIC 0 U TR, 2L
TRIRMTEEZ A F I 7 20T ThbhT-. (31,
T—Y x> hOMWRE, AN X 2N ABRIEOEEE, SHK
nERDZAL, EEOZ(, ANE»SHDEHD 7 4 —
FRw 7D 6 ZRERNRAD 7V 2y VT —T %
REER L, BRI N ORI 81 2 BLIME D> & BRREA)
DE#EZTHILTWS



2.4 HEITHRICETIFEE

THFETHA LITHRICE, MTITRT 5%
WL O DRERDBEET 5.

(1) AR X 2 8EHE (9] TlE, EBRISEE L %
D AREXD 72 X N2 T THREOHEEITD Z AT
V. 0D, #EORANIIREREENAA LT
LES. (2) BMEE £ 7T X 2 1E8 (Reliance) 7
2] TlE, KL DOEEZ TS 2 Z L DR[RETH S
T HIE T L DORREIME N & WS FER DT Hh 5.
(3) Dynamic Bayesian Network % W 7S FHI [11]
WX, BEXAF Iy 70T HZITS O DEHEOHE
EWRANEDPHDT7 4 =Ny Z7ZHNTED Y 7L A
A4 2EDRD BB & 2 7 TIREBEIEDBUS K T
HrzrlZmz, N\EONHIKETHL - = b
DIEETEHZI OIS Z e R ER.

ZIZTHAIX, ZhoDRMEEZREITREEALF Iy
27 SEMIZ X 2 FHIET VOWEEZITo 7.

3 IR’EFE
3.1 Structural Equation Modeling

Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) 1%, #i&/5#2
KEFV 7L BMPENE T T T 4 HIVETND—HE
TH5. EEBHATRRTHEMZE S Z &2 REL B
HIZ%L (Observed Variable) & #IEEZ 1S & LR WIE
1EZ2 % (Latent Variable) % HU D 2R Do < 2 it
2175 e CHRRBGRHME ST 2 ET AL TH L. WFD
Bt & BRI &2 [FIRFICAT 5 Z 2 & o TSR DT %
175.

3.2 AA4FIvISEMICLBEELA1F=
2 ZDFA|

KRG T — 2 2R OKIFZIOfEZ TR % w5 B
D7z, SEM % Rk L7z 2 4 F 3 v 7 SEM([10]
ZRHWETHEFVZERT 5. BITHRICE O X,
B LIRS EOBRETAZMER L. K1 TIEEHE
D7D, T—Y = FDEHETH S E(AIP) IZDOWT
T=t+1,t,t—1D3IRANDAZILKLTND. HE
W, AT =t4+ 1,6t —1,t—2,..,t — 14 TTD
E(AIP) $ T2E@L CTETILOMHEEIToTWVS. T
UE, ETLVOHEKR I TN 15 X7 v TRO 7 —
REFHLTWS720TH5. AETUIX3DLS
WRIND.

T2, ZOXS, RAIT =t RURZIT =t -1
DEEROMEI SR T =t + 1 DEEHEET 2. A
J12 7% E(AIP) IZDOW TR Z DR D T3, KAl

Cognitive Trust Cognitive Trust
= E(AIP) = E(AIP)
(t-1) (t)

Calibration Cue
(t-1)
Over/Under " Over/Under
Trust et Trust
(1) (t+1)
Ilﬂﬂlll

(1)

Cognitive Trust
= E(AIP)
(t+1)

X 1: FeATHZRICED ZER L 72 &4 I v 27 SEM @
AV AN

T=tholFT=t-14 TTOMEEHVS. ZIT,
asy X AIP 205 E(AIP) ND Ty V%KL, K4l ¢
BIF5 EAIP) 3X4DEHWCEKHT 22 bATRET
H5.

E(AIP) () = as1 (AIP() + AIP 1)) (4)

ZDMDOERITOWTH[FFRICRIATRETH 5. Fiz,
BEBE Zh2hoMsigR 1 0@ED.

-z bOMREE NEIOHREZ, FhZehox
27 DR THZ. T—Y =¥ FOEFEIX, AR
WWEpT—Y =z bOMREDHEEEE EFRT %

E(AIP) = Estimated(AIP) (5)

Over/Under Trust (3@ NMEDHETH D, —1 THME,
0 CHEYNCEIES NG, 1 TilfErRT:

-1 (M3)
Over/Under Trust =< 0  (EYNIEIEZ N 7EH)
1 (BfE)

(6)
Reliance I%, 0 TZ—VHEBTX X7 25%[T, 1 Tx—
VY MIRRIDETERERI-Z L 2R

0 (Z—HITks&2RTHEST)

1 (=Y =z ¥ MTkBERZIFT)
(7)

Calibration Cue &, 0 TEHEIEF 2 —EL, 1 T1—

HICH U TEEBRIEX 2 —DHE N2 L BRT

0 (BEFa-HL)
1 (BiE*2—5D)

Reliance = {

Calibration Cue = {

T/, REFAVTEREON-Z Y DIIRREZTOEER:
PREeR2DESITHRS.

RETFIVDAENTIZIE Mplus Version 8.8 & fuy, %
AR DOHEEITIEIANA ZHEEZ R Uz, £z, Al



AIP ) 0 0 0 0 0 O AIP ¢
HP ) 0 0 0 0 0 O HP )
E(AIP) ) ez 0 0 0 0 0 E(AIP)
Over/Uunder Trusty) agyn gz g3 00 0f |Over/Uunder Trust )
Reliancey) 0 ase as3 0 0 O Reliance;)
| Calibration Cue) | | 0 0 0 0 0 0] [ Calibration Cue,
[0 0 0 0 O o717 AP 1) )
0 0 0 0 O 0 HP (;_1)
+ 31 0 33 0 0 36 E(AIP)(t_l)
agy1 agr 0 0 ags oaye| |Over/Uunder Trustg_q)
0 0 0 0 O 0 Reliance(;_1)
| 0 0 0 0 O 0 | [ Calibration Cue(;_y)
AIP(t)
0
* 0
0
| Calibration Cuey,) |
£ 1L ETIVNOERK
2R fiEIsR ZR DA
AIP [0,1] T—Y =z hOMREE
HP [0,1] AN D1ERE
E(AIP) [0,1] I—-Y =z bOEHE
Over/Under Trust {—1,0,1} &3 - M3
Reliance {0,1}  ARICEBXRZF4TOR ==Y =¥ MZ KB R AT ET
Calibration Cue {0, 1} BIEYX 2 —DH K

£ 2K/ —FRCEOh Yy DD—&
Iy Iy PRIRBIBH Y 2 B AT

ATP — Over/Under Trust
HP — Over/Under Trust
E(AIP) — Over/Under Trust [Okamura(2020)]
Calibration Cue — Over/Under Trust
Reliance — Over/Under Trust
AIP  —  E(AIP) [Xu(2015)]
HP — Reliance [Lee(1994)]
E(AIP) — Reliance [Glikson(2020)]
Calibration Cue — E(AIP)




AT E TOREOEEZREDRANCBI 2E5#HE LT
WO REPEHRF L. AIROBEY T =t 25
T =t—14 £TO E(AIP) %, Blff L #EDOKRY| T —
2 LTANCHWS. 22T, AJICHW2 E(AIP)
ELTEZRD B2 TRTOMAEGOEITH LT RRRE
DHEEZITV, FRNCHWS ETILEIRE L.
FHEFALELTXAFIvZ SEM EZHWVWSZ
T, (1) A\EOWNERIREETH D ARk —Y 2> b
DOHUREDHEEME L TERINZEEE WOIBEREE
B LTHD/S Z L 3AfRE, (2) RERAIT— & ZHLD
PNRIFZNC BT 2 EEOTFREITS 2 L 230]HE, (3)
J — FRNCIR 2 = v DI3ETHIEICE S VWT Fy 77X
T NZEZTED BT ADMBREDE W 2 WS Ffih
F1ES 5.

4 RERER
4.1 EFILOHEERER

M 1 IR L7 SR TREND E T LD ZRBD
HEZITo Tz, NAFBEMERDET LV EK 2 1TR
T, BEETRLETy VRIEOEER S X 3 KRR
%, PMCORLET Yy DIZAEDOHER S Z 2 KRG
ERT. BEOKRYIE LTETALDANT % E(AIP)
DIAGDEIEZ, L T ORMIEEOHAGDED
EDETIVDHEE 2T o 7AER, E(AIP)—1) ZIER
L7z, BT OfAEDEIIHIET % E(AIP) OfHA
b, BT O DEHTESITHIET 2T
M U TR ARBOHEEZ (T 72 LT, 2flaab
FOHFTHRD AICTRMIGHERNE) 2/ NX < R 244
EbETHo7 {t,t — 1} BIEIRL 1.

4, 7L OHEEIIE Okamura (2020)[9] 12 & %
Far—r 32l —& BICBWTHEGE#ETS A
BEERERXR 7 OFEET— % 8] ZFIH L.

HEINTET N, TP DT v DR BR800
LRDOZEHHARNE., T—Y =Y FOEFEITT—
Yz bOMRELIEORRBERARONS. BF -
Bldo—y v roMEEr AOREMEGRD, Ao
BENOT—Y =¥ bOEED S IEOREBGRMAR S A
5. =YY FOEFEIZBIEF 2 — 2 IEOREE R
A, BE - MELEIEF 2 — I3 AOKRBEZRAR S
N3, ZRRA7OFFRFT—Y =22 bOEFEL EORE
AR oS, BE - MEL X A7 DEREITIIIED
HREGEI RSN, EFLOHETEHRE LD, 25
DRFERRIZR 3 DL ITRENS.

%7z, AIP 226 E(ARIP) OfiZikoizzy D
FREER4 1Y TWEH2eRID LIRS h, B
HORRERPHLLTH 5.

E(AIP) () = 0.985 (AIP() + AIP 1))  (9)

D ZRR DERBAFRICOVWTHFRIKTH 5.

4.2 ETIICELBBEOTFURER

XA F v 7 SEM ZRHWEETHETMCX SR
RZIOBEOTFHRERZ L NIRRT, AERERIE, &
ET M X o THIKZOBRIED & T L 72 KIFZIT
WZBIZBEOTFIICOVWTOONTH 2. FHIKEER
DHERRICIE, & T MAEEICHH L7 Okamura (2020)[9]
WK BEBT—& [8] EHW. HFET LD Accuracy
(ACC) B X T Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) i,
KA4DBEDTHS. XA4F3Iv 7 SEM B3 Tl
T, ACC1Z90.0%, RMSE X028 TH2%. XA F
v SEMBIUR—ZATA Ve RDZFECELSDT
B D EfEFIZOWT One-way ANOVA I & 2 RE %
To 7R %2 3 1R T, AREKE o =0.05 LREL
7z. One-way ANOVA IZ X 2MEDIER, £A4F 3y
27 SEM ¥ ZHZNDRN—R 54 > Fi% (AR, ARMA,
SARIMAX) MicEEENR SN, £, B4 F Iy
7 SEM IZ & 2 BEDOFMOEEHIT 1.00, FHHEX
0.72 THYH, FHIERDOIESITHEX 4127,

5 E8
51 HEEINEETILICHTIER

HEE XN TET S & - TURI N B KRR (K 3)
X, AR > THLDTHIEHICEEE S5 X
ZERE ORREBERIC—HTI2HDTHS. £/, K
ETOVIHETNCABOHFKIC X > T/ — FRElicz v
CHIELNTZT ST 4 ALVEFALTH H BEHEDOK
RERERGICHAT 2 Z L ARETH 5.

5.2 REERICNT 55ER

EERERID, X4F3Iv 27 SEM EHWZEEHE
AFITZRADTFHETVIIBEEZR—XF74 XD
BWEETTHT 2 e BAJRETHE e 0h 5.
One-way ANOVA IC X 2MEDHERE D, XA F Iy
27 SEMIZR—Z 54 > 275 AR, ARMA, SARIMAX
XDy 3 TFHIOEMBENE N LOMRETE. X4
73 v 27 SEM O FHFERIZESEAY 1.00 TH h HH
BHPR0.72 £ R-oTED, #EREICH--TLE-> T
FENBAAZIZBOWTIIREDRINEZINS.
D, BWEIXZEMREDEWEZ R ZITHEIET %
BUCIIEE LR ED 5 X5 B r 52 2 BREEAT
ZRENDHBEEZLND.



0.985

Cognitive

Cognitive
Trust = E(AIP)
(t-1)

Positive Effect: ——
Negative Effect: = . = . —p

Trust = E(AIP)
(t)

Over/Under
B Trust
t)

0.985

Cognitive

. (t+1)

Trust = E(AIP)
(t+1)

Over/Under
Trust ’

0.985

X 2: RABREEHTHZEDOEX AL F I v SEM AKX

* 3: WREFRDIER

Negative(-)

N D MERE

I—Y Y MIEBRRATET

KRB RO IEA KRB R
I—YzVbOME — T—YxzrOEHE
ANE oM — @&E
Bl — ZXEZIOEHE
Positive(+) Bl — BE
BHEH — T—YzybMIk3XRZET
I—YxYMIKBRRIET — ffE
BWEF2— —» IT—IxzrrODEHE
Y=z bOMEE — #EfE
-
-

BOEF 2 —

{5




Actual

w = 1
1

K 4: THRERD I

avg(std)
ACC RMSE
D-SEM 0.90(0.05) 0.28(0.14)
AR 0.59(0.19)  0.51(0.19)
ARMA 0.57(0.19)  0.51(0.19)
SARIMAX 0.57(0.19) 0.51(0.19)

L1

DSEM AR ARMA SARIMAX
method

X 3: FEZ L O THFER (p: *+p < 0.05)

3000

2500

Appropriate Trust

2000

- 1500

- 1000
1328

Over Trust
!
w
Y
®

- 500

l |
Appropriate Trust Over Trust
Predicted

: XA4F3Iv 7 SEMIC X2 THERORS

1751

5.3 RIN7-iF&E

AL TIER L =BT UE, =— = > P OMEE, A
M DMRER O Z D 2 ZHICH S GEfE - AMEHIE, =—
Pz Y MDRRIDEE, BHEBIEY 2 —DHEED S5
BEOBNERD b EEB THEI -V 2 FDIE
HETHT25DTHS. KRETALTEZ -V b
DUEREICHE R 5 2 3 R 27 #5ER, RIEOZELL Vo
FAMIER 2 BZER e LTI D o Twiwn, Zh
B, BHZEKCTHET—Y = FOMREICNEZ R
2bDTHZD, ML LERE LTI Z ki
X2 FHREE v ISEEom ESfF xS, IBEED
B, VTARA LMEORDSENB X R TEET
H5.

F 7=, @0 HEhE R O IR DS H BhEER 0
THEHEICEER G5 e REINTWS 3. Mk
kb, BHEICHEL 52 2BIIEREBINTEAT S 2
L TETNAOTFRIREE N OISO LRI 5.

6 ¥5im

AR T, ANEORNEIRETD b EHEEHIA AT HE
THLHEEZAFIZADTHEFNVEWEL-. B
8 (Trust) IZEHZBIRIATTRET D 2 IBHELEKTH % 7=
B, BEZBERDLS Z L AAlRE/ SEM &It L7z
ETFNVDOWREITR 7= T2, BRIFT—2E2HN
TEFILOHEZIT, HEEZ D A 15 & REEZ D i
EERDEDO TR EITS 728, FRIETFNICIE SEM %
RERTEICIEER L7z XA 3 v 7 SEM 2| L7, &
4+ 3 v 7 SEMIZK2FHIET W, EHEBHT2Z
& DIRARER BB DRI T HIH AT REILE T LT
HHLER5.

L7=hoT, KFRICTIREL-X 4+ 3 v 7 SEM
WEBEEZAF I 27 20T, BREOTHELT
S1DDOFHENCERTH 2. REFNLEHVTEEK
A FI 72 FRIL, THICED SHEBIEYFEES
5 Z e TEBICGHREB XUNMIICHZANICEN LD T
Finn[RETH 2 L EZ 6, #EB X UONED T
ko Tz —Y =¥+ OFHRH MR T O »HA
Fans.

F72, AFHIEFMZ HALICEBT 2B 3%
RIS HE DOV TERBE O RE R E S X 2 by X
UURETATHS. FD-DH, HEIN-TFHIET
L DRI E < B O RGBS A S CHR T X
2bDrRoTWS.. HEEXNLTHET LIS, 1§
FICKREREELEZ2EBEEET L2212k oT
EHEIRIE 2 & BICRINTAT 5 FTIEDOKRGT SR X 4
F I ROEMBEERDLZ-DDO—Bhr b HRF
N3,
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