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EBA B RPN EAERS RGN EY o 5 —F @ R LAE
AR TR GMEGEd - ERMELDE FFATEL
b 492 R B T B % T b B e B R 9 AR AR o AR A B sk B A
M7 B a2 - A (Amartya Sen) 3% 69 4% RFF R AE A &S A0
R EFEE LS MBI ERRFFEOEBEL Tl
B ARG ERSREG LR LRER] Eht s —&4E
IR FFTAE R A 0 AR R o
Vaccine hesitancy, a delay in acceptance or even refusal of
vaccination, is a problem not only linked to public knowledge of
science but also caused by complex beliefs and a lack of confidence
in authority. People who support coercive vaccination argue that
vaccination is a comparatively safe path for people in a community
to reach herd immunity. Weighing the benefits and costs, coercive
vaccination is morally permissible. However, whether we should
enact it for Covid-19 vaccines or respect people who have vaccine
hesitancy is a moral issue worthy of detailed investigation. Similar
debates have also been around coercive use of the measles vaccine,
which will serve as a point of comparison in this evaluation.
There are different kinds of arguments for and against policies
of coercive vaccination, but whether positive or negative, they

involve values that are incommensurable but should be compared
and ranked accordingly in different situations. We argue that
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consequential evaluation, as suggested by Amartya Sen, forms the
moral reasoning and foundation to evaluate these plural values.
Using consequential evaluation, we can compare the moral
similarities and differences between Covid-19 vaccines and
measles vaccines and develop a framework to evaluate the moral
issue of coercive vaccination.

[BH#E7] 2010 iRm i e s dR b se i il 12 R AT fH
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H B P IRRE R B 2 HEIR EE (SARS-CoV-2 » 14 Fl 7 76k 77)
LTS [ LY 2019 TR #EH (Coronavirus disease 2019) &1 H+
BB —4F > BHRATEIE o Bl Bl > BT A
GRFREER) —FE % o BRI REEREGRE > flin2Ek
JREZ Une] 43 B € 1 /2 — (Gupta and Morain 2021) © ifif 4~ 3C B 13
1 52 1 ol R > LA A N R BLAS B W 5 (Vaccine
Hesitancy) » 71 B[ 4E 788 H 4% 45 4 43 52 9% B 40 o 75 A HU2 M3
BHRZDTHOME » TNEME ARG SMEERNAEE - A
SCRER AR AN ERR A > AR R L 20 R4 14t
G S A% (Herd Immunity) > BEAFISE 2 K - 58 H4ERLE ]
PAFESZ A8 o b B A5 oK R A0 R B el e 1y > e %
B A AN > ETEE > 2 —AEGESEERE -

D] 5 07 968 % 1 R R S ot R AR A4 (World Health
Organization, WHO) AT 4t fii B A 4 1525 i - (E 7 IR 20 S A
i B SRR AN H R Z o TR & B EA A DI
(World Health Organization 2021a) o SR > G FAM i) & 6 (8 A
B T RE S5 B 1777 A B A 26 0 8 5 8 v 0 5 L, ) g e A
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B —BLR » NMERABHIER T  HERENR > ALRER > W
JiRIE - WZE R ] SO HE A > NSRS T B G (AR LT o w]
J& o HTRAEIY ROPE B B (Anti-Vaccination Movement) » B #f35 A
LA by PR B S 1 R > SRR LR o ARYR A -
HIBETE 2019 AE R ¥ R AR R EEEHE Z — (World
Health Organization 2021b) o A J2& » #fiE oy v 2 15 FAM rY 2B 1
FAT (IPEIAN R SRR 0) > (B TRAMEE o an R4 fh S A e
ORI A EE AT > IPEAL G E RS A8 R WRAR
AR JEAE FEFTAT - R i 42 0 119 8 L R AT S 5 o BRI
b ARV ) T A R 0 R R S BEAGR A o AR R
B BN LA A 0 A BE AR > B R Y AU B2 A MR R AS SR A
] > AREEE LR o nlJ2 > TR B A S B G ) m AR S AR SR
TR b o BB M R R — 28 T 1Y 2 i o AR R A ) — e 2
b Rp DR FRAM A T T e P A R ) — A T o

ASCE F AT 97 IR T T E o AR A DB R 4
FE S Fp o RS S T IR o 5 — T > FRAMIR L ZE L A
FECFRE B 0B E o IF S R PR - B R Z AR REAIAL
R AE AR 15 55 75 2 LUASCRN HE 7 (B o FRA™ B i e 1R LA B J5 3
BE - #% (Amartya Sen) $i& t 19 48 5L ETAE AR £ HE Tt w A0 LBl 2L wTAl
B JUIEME - TEAR SRAHE M IERE - > A 0l DA s A el 1
LR 92958 v TEAE 8 L B[R] > NI ph L T — 2 AE SR 2L A o g
AR R -

T a0 AR R R DURDBAE B il
AURRACH AL N SEHERRE i Ar A RE > (8198 ] BB (R T

BEW A RNE S22 VAP BE > T R] R A R BUR AL B R
BN ~ G2 R B BRAAEAE o M7E f 2 BT 22 g 1w b i SR A
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HIA B4 B 20 B £ (Autonomy) - 35 B {51 4k st By Bl 52 364k 1)
HEF| (Right to Bodily Integrity) BEAETS A H HSE % A FE 1 2
55 o BLZ MBI > R UM SR v B AR v Y P

EA M RG] - SR EIE R o o] R R AR
B SR RPN E A 1t e 32 3 T (Giubilini 2020 > 446)2 o
SR > A R v VB AT & > A SO & alam A T
SRR o BB R R E NS > EERSA R AL
R B4 FREESHEFT - 5 R > BURREHIRA M
FEBT N A SR L) - iR SR PR B b A e RS e A it ) E
%~ B ERAE TR AN AL > 0 55 B D
03 ¥R AR 132 A 9 1 ik 95 9% 00 B B A SE B RS (Navin and
Largent 2017 » 225-226)% » 2 —JH R R A& A LL B35 40 [ ] —
Pl EFEMS T R > GRA BIAE SRS R > B4R A R D
T8 BT S NS > S BTN vl 4 58 il (Held 1972 192 5
Macklin 1989) o %= K fEL R 75 532 0 il )2 A ek o (H)2 > 7E4%
TR R L > FEE RS v s S M R i 1 4R A
TR 2% DA SR B 2 A4S (Lucky Vantage Limited
2021) o (B EEFE AR F i e A e — M H 2 >R
S TE VLN AR ST 5w 2

AR PR > W SRR ) A S B R B RS P
WRLESE R IAT A > BT ABUN sAL € A AJE IERERY © HRIE > £
R PO R AR VR B R W 2 B LAY BRI R
WG E R AN - AL A EALRH (RS R F A E D - B
I Hl AR AR AR s [EFEMAGRE] ) (Dawson

) 1%}?@ mMAEEREERS AL AXRRTFEERA R Z BN R E
Z ©

() EEREE—ABE EARE  Navin and Largent 72 57505 E 8 5 - LR G
BT A5 I R 78 & Mandatory Vaccination - if RS (E 2 ILIEAIZ
Compulsory Vaccination ° 35 PR{EIR/EE 5 b & AT EATAY X £ (World Health
Organization 2021a) » AT » 15 L2 IF 1 3R K6 — AT T © AR
REZOBIT T AT —ERERBHEEZE - IWXAH AR Coercive
Vaccination * $37%8 F1§ 2 — @ IE X ABRRAFAE D4R ©
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2007 > 168) o G il — BB B p i 2€ o fa A IR A R R (e ARG

B AR > BRI W RA45 SR (Mill 1859) - FRHETAE B 2 LA ]
JRE T, ol 4 A R ) B AR B PR L BE o 7S P AR TR LM LA o
TG dE MR SR R A o AN D ERE A o HR S
35 1 A Bl S B R A RS o R S R R S O
#HAZEFENFRE (Flanigan 2014 : Giubilini 2020 ; Pierik 2018 »
2020) o AR 15 B A > R A T E S
BRGS0 > T A KA 95% A 1A g g 14 o BERS e # A & —
$E /0 3L (Public Goods) FOAFEL » Bt [ FE#EFPE ] (Non-Rival) »

[ IEPEAbE | (Non- Excludability) ~ #1 [ ARl 4314 | (Indivisibility)
% (Dawson 2007 > 163-164 ; Sreenivasan 2012 » 255) o & #E#E %
YA 08 LUK IR > DL — (MR B 1 > A RERE AR PR
K By ia bR s B3 BT A AR 25 RS e AR » M alE D BN
A 5 e JELEL 1 & (Free-rider Problem) » A RS 1 A6 B Ath A 22
F o Fb T HE— 20 MR 0 T v DAZE 2 BFHS Sy iy v - BRI
TP 2 B oy — SO R B BURN sk & A AR A B AR B - i an g ol
BEEBRAE AN ~ 58 il 1 N6 B S 3cBt ~ A BB P 4 Al
AT AL ) 85 4 (Flanigan 2014 5 Giubilini 2020 ; Savulescu
2021 > 81) ~ A& &1 > 15 LL BT m B R > A IRR IR A E
7% B B AT i ) BRI AT B o T A R N 33 D s A
N5 o

AN > G R DU S 05 At A 2 0 R AR A B
MBS HRA L o BT - BHE PRI A - R —E B RARE 1) 77 =0
HEAT > 14N 2017 ARSI 45 95% A HRIZ Fuse » A A B AT Ao

@) E@mlt - eERENTHEBERERERRERBMK  MEENEREITE
FEIABTHERRES] « AW UM T AFEAX ESGHAERR
%;{Z%Tﬁﬁ(ﬁ@ FERRBAE 1000FX - ek ADMERERE

(6) UM BEEEEGEMITE - (IR EERR - REERRAGATASE
manE  EMRELSEMERNA LTRSS BERE - LHEfJﬂJELM%
%%ﬁ HH#&&}&%%%@A—AWE BRAR - AXR G ETmite
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i T BOR (Giubilini 2020 > 448) o B H YL > BN EE BRI e
ehELMA > RREEMEE (Collective Harm) 11 £ BEAC LAY
1B — R B A i v - 0 — (R AS ke pl L ) B e
HAEGE o o A LR P52 > R ISR AA =
AR > B B LSRR BUN A B B AT 2 BB N AR IR T o
AN o A5 E At A F R A Al B P S IE R A R ]
Dawson {5 58 /44 ¥ 41 € T A HEHE G5 157 > 15 5 Ath el (8 € 2k L%
715 AT W B A RS W IR € F Y 2 R B e i
37 (Dawson 2007 » 171-177) o 72461 I 4 B4 S8 8 e i AT > )
e e ol R B A AR AT > JRIRIE S B el — R A L
A Y 3E FEHER] (Chan 2020 : Sreenivasan 2012) e

T 1 T o 2 R T A > A R R B T A
MYEEER > Bl Alberto Giubilini & LA [/A°F-] (Fairness) fF %% &
H W HE A > I BFASSBL AR > DAtk nl e b — B th i %%
5 G (1) 20 2 e NP8 MERLEE > R U2 (] o e A A
LI B A SRR o Sl R R A EAL AR (Giubilini
2020 > 449-453) - AN > Giubilini &2 w5 A HFR > foH2
R T T TR 0 N A L] PR E AL e T R R
o > AR TR 5 28 T i 2 80 T 0 N 1R B2 il 3y o S A5
FARFES (Giubilini 2020 > 459) o B 1A T-HESL > B E ML A 6 a0
M 56 P& B2 [R5 BRI ] (Duty to Easy Rescue)
SEHERE AT > K ab U i 42 A 1Y A % (Giubilini, Douglas
and Savulescu 2018) o A AL > A A A R R 2% 5 o 1 22
JIRIZ PV B LB o

=~ ZIufEE R R

7 L6 P E B[R] AR A T i R L 0 P [ e P R
B IR B v BRSO S IR] 5 R SRR LB - B
FI| LB AR A3 M8 FE (Moral Reasoning) LR 81 » fi%a (L1
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B N Etim R Z 8 TS o Frlh > S e e ntim i e e
AR B ) AR A AR R EE

bR B RS > P — P R K 0 —
(Single-Value) FEEZME o ¥ AR5 (B 24E48) B9 A LER
R HY (SR BHKE) (Y4 e M o T SRR T AR R A
R BN TGRS I > TR DA A N A A ZE R B S o SR
10 Y% v ) > 7 B — T AR S R (B > AR D) S B
HINTE - B3 > I IE 100% MR 8 A s f ALt > &
mh R U AN B > b BORE IR Y 22 5 > H e A -
TEEAET > #9% Mark Navin & Katie Attwell (2019) H#i#E » b
SCHR B 14 TR 6 8 4 A 2 i B O At 55 2 0 1 0O S b AR (40 52
Bi) > HEGA N HEE - EENME - E8 > Sl FE2BRGE
BRI - ARG E S E— PIInA — RN - W
R H AR EETR A DI AR Z AR EANAAL B - 78
T2 SOE(E A TE DU T > FRAM 5 2 — 18 5 Jon B 35 1) 48 T8 AE 22 (Ethical
Framework) 2 i 2 A~ [ {8 (B 76 % v [ 8 1 /9 55 22 M (Navin and
Attwell 2019 > 1044-1046)

Navin and Attwell FEABAM A5 SC R {E T — L3R 2225 8 5|
(R - (BN AS[R] 4 82 v 5 B ANIR] 10 5 ) T A N2 -
TiEh > e A A SRR Y SR > BN T RR S
)5 HI] | (Least Restrictive Alternative Principle, LRA) > # 2 1R 5 %
)% J& K % (Childress et al. 2002 » 173 : Navin and Attwell 2019 >
1044) o SR > BEATHE— L (1 J7 ) 2 R DR (N 25 RH B > (o 0 ZE R
P R TEHE B R R AR > SR v e T R
FlECHEMEEE o DU A € iy w8 8wz 5L 0 B 16 & 58 - ¢
(Amartya Sen) HOT& T FEE - Sl HABAEBE R o V54 7 — R am SOy
> AE B R YA TR HERR /2 (Chan 2020 > 96-99) °

A BERTHE > BMEMHE 22 [AHCBEENERA
75 | (Sen 2000 > 477) » tHn] DU @451 T8 1) #EE 2 DL 35 RE (States
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of Affairs) HY 4T3 4E 24 J) B 17 8 3 85 O BEHE (Williams and Sen
1982 > 3-4) o BARFHEF LA EFAAR > HAEFE R -
Was £ By =F05 > MR RFHE R R 2 — > 5 RS
HIJE [48F09E)F | (Sum Ranking > 7R BB LA 5154 44 () Fn

(A EFE ] (Welfarism) o 48R 36 DABS AR FIVE 25 RAFAE SR
#6150 3% R B SE 48 (Happiness) i KAk - 8 i = 44 3 3%
(Hedonism) 4% » R 4E A 3280 — Ml pRAS (JRRDDASEAR A
SEAGA > FF DA SR E 18 RT3 65) (Sen 1979 > 468-479) o
— e g RO PREK o LR BT DL S ARAE 2 B (R (E A R
(Nozick 1974 > 42-45) - Navin and Attwell $2 %5 1 1) sk RERF > 7R
R aln 3 N LSRR AR o B (AR > MU AR AT IR v
K 22 SCAE A7 1 Tk (Navin and Attwell 2019 > 1043) © SR » i
Has EFA M > BEFHE AR —E BEAE A £ F S P2
R 25 1% SR AP ] A AR R 1) 2 Do > Wai# % T Navin &
Attwell 3 B — B EAYHEET -

AR R SHE R FL L O E A > nTREEr sk —tditay > RAERE
PERT > A0 L AR ] LA U2 RAFROAR AL o BlanZidiss - 508
#% (Judith Jarvis Thomson) 48 i » ‘B AEAH K2t FH R rl AFEASIR]
I8 DL AR A RIS (HA ] RBFE 5 — LB 1B 58 8 A
UF) > B AR ARAR i A AR SR IS A B 6 o AR T FERESR P
L% > MRTA R — T HE i AR A AR (EA R ) KA
BT AT S 8 5 TR SR ST AN R R 223 > RN DA R A B AR SR A R
W FiE R - B B AR B R SN ol R ST U BRI AR
HlC AN RE AR SR 1O 47 S AR I 78 $1 85 (Thomson 2001 > 152-159) © 3§
W - #UEIR (Martha Nussbaum) 58355 4 #R 44180 - (H 58 5 1% R s E
ANHESA R —E SR 138 5 (Nussbaum 2001 > 108-109) e

SRIM > ARAR AR SR AP NIG I 2 vy e e M i P oy > i S —
FHE BT ok B o SRR R A > SR A O P Bk
B SRR IR > S R Z W T SR TR AR SR A ISR R S B - T
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H& M ATRE 5 3 O Ry BT A0 1% 5 & 35 (Sen 2000 >
A77-478) o fa Fel i 3R 7 20 4 B 2 m DA A AR 22 S (] 1Y) 3 1A (.
B PR o A0 45 FERTAE A AE n] DA AR RS T A2 R —
g3 TRA] AR AL BERRAS 1) FE 05w o QL RAT AT R BE R B AR AR
TS o BIan RN HERITT B2 INF > ARER L6 5w (1974) 1 [ 3R
[IFE %5 (Constraint-based Deontology) | (i Je: 2 ¥ 7 75 vo HEFI #1
R K E R AR A R > SRS EENE
B (FlanASLEE) AR S Bes B T EERER - 55—
T > e S P L B Y O R R A A e 2 T HAL - B
T M 2 B e AR ) T > (RIS B0 R B 5 2% i 55k
THEERERIR B o FRAGE PR - DR IR SHE B A
B > BRA n] DR — LA TERER A 2y R AT R > RN
HEAEE - E bRt n] DU T HERER] THALRY R © 4 - Bk
(A TERERR R R FHEN RSN BEILA AR R L >
SEAEB A A o QI AE n] LA GE AN BOE S AR (TR MEA S R
{H (Sen 1982 > 2000 > 492-498) o FA I > 45 IFRAE iR £ e (E(H
(R RE AR 1 > AR MRS AR R T ERSEILE
AN ARLAT A B — {35 7 2% A 3 A A0 3R o

AR RSB AE 25 2 oo (B (A B A HE Ry 05 > 3 DAR S &
oo e BAFEMRE > RRRABRNIFREBESETR
R~ AT > ANRABRIFRAAEITERY [ RIS > AT
Bl iy AAMMmERD - RMEMWE [N
(Comprehensive Outcome) i JE K FRA [ Hi i %5 5 | (Culmination
Outcome) (Sen 2000 > 487-492) - 754k » Fkad by [ 155 b sEAE
(Situated Evaluation) J& ¥ B4 U B0 2% 8 o 5 IRA% 85
TR REIRE > B R 558 JF H TR > SR TRAM B 4% SR AT S IR R AR 22,
WY (Sen 1979 - 463, 2000 > 484-486)  Fxf% > FRnd ik RaHE R
JEEOR KL (Maximization) 1 JF f 1k (Optimization) - KAk
HBRAE A 58 T P SR U L HC M B 25 A 38808 > (HIZ A 2R — 8
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SEIERYBETE o I WIS TE F 268 NN > (RSN 2 F0 7 R
BT o FEEEULT » AR L8N - HEAEER , C2RK
b AR - BRI EL > A TEEEPET (Incompleteness
of Ranking) MEULT (BlANMEELPES] L FR) > FoAM 2 v] IAE
— B LK H T (Sen 1997 > 2017) o A IR PEAR S (AR >
— LR AR A ] 3L &E (Incommensurable) 11918 (4 FEJR ] g
e#% (Comparable) %%/ (Nussbaum 2001 > 110-111) o £ i ¥ £
JCIEE A AR A B > 5 RN A TR R - fE N —
FoAM & B il i e A P R 2 el s i R o

DU~ 5B el 8 Vi 14 2 R

THEAE A R ) — e S R e v A A R S | 8 g
BB LI RA > M E R E R A AR
T4 FC L5075 T (World Health Organization 2021a) © %8 £645 5| &
ARMNSH  (RA BIERBGH R > RAPR LSS
g SO o | T A% 10 18 A P B S RS S ] o UL - FRAM SRR
BRIk B BN R A v I RERE o B H AT AR AR
SEERE T B BRRE BE JE % SO (Hou et al. 2021) © #4R » HAMEILA
Brs il > BERTEMIRE ~ fdh « B S A8 4E » ERE A A - il
AAE 2020 4 11 A Wi Feae > S A AS TR F iR 2 S v
MM 5EE 2 BARK » =W EZ R LR E A% (Razai et al. 2021) » 7
—{37E 2020 4F 9 H Y H AR 72 35 > K& A 7S B9 A
HEZPET (Yoda and Katsuyama 2021) 5 1 35 8 _E B H A 12
FiEE R > gRaE A ML (Our World in Data 2021) » 45 FF B 75 >
LR BRI T LB B 2 Y B A = R Z BIU AL (Chan,
Wong, and Wong 2021; Wang et al. 2021) = H15 DR ZEAR #1143 > 1
B A s > B R AT AN B o B RE R DL — B R
(Kwok et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2020) = 7 #MEMG— L2 > FLLE
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HINFE ISR A (19120 v [ B 5% [ ) S flE R A A
ANTR] L BE 2% S RHEA T W ST (Liu et al. 2021) ©

REE MR ORBRE - R Be R 22 Mg
ROMEAREE o TR A BLINE BEASE FH 110 0 7 28 1 10 LS T A 5 R 8 it
A > LS80 B R VA R A AN B SE o BV FRAM e 0k 17 e g
AR w] AR B AT AE TS 5 78 ol A2 » AR KA TR A1
WROR BRI 0 - PRRRAL ISR - AERRRR B RS o B L
ANAGH > E W R PUEE B A AR R - AR BN > fEdE
EHE RTINS EER > MiEw MR BT EMEE
N AN > TR 2 5 45) 2 1 20 RE FI R 35 2k A A 3 Ro (Basic
Reproduction Number) %5 o DA I %5 SE#R& H7 et 92 1 BLREAY 15 DL » 1
BEE IR B 4 & UL 22 5 RATERT A 81k - 9B
HOAEL » BER A R > 2 ANARERERT - R B A S
PERIEENS - ABIE - BN TEIE (B H 1 Delta % 25 /g
HOAE A BRI ) AP HRUT BRI > sl A AR B R = DL &
T B T AR AR N 1 U ) R R R R > BT R S T

HWE R TR v I DA% > A BB o IR R
FARRIZ 2 i AR Be S AR F B WE s i 2 b o B
B E— iR o AR LB o e R
FEEERIMZCEM > A B H @B ) - S8R (Bodily
Integrity) ~ ¥ f5 F LA ~ A A THEHFE o ELEE > MEZ
[Fi B BEL R 92 R el 2 B e A B Y R[]y > HOR S Fl A
2 T A B RN Bk 4 PR o 3 B IR A5 el % 1 LR IS P i A R
ZIAHEEYE - KFE 3 b B S S B A B A i B B oKk
IR RE L AR o BUAh - TE NS 4R > A7 LeE(E — il sk G fs
FALNFN L — B2 AR RS e i A 1 EE AR IR -

=

(6) BEBHESNEFENES  HEEEMENADLAIFEREERS - fl
Delta #TERER R(EA 7 L 2EHREH AL 85%MREAD (I BEER
BE47 100%) 4 BEIM B BEAL 2% o

pEiue
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{8 € A1 A (Giubilini 2020 > 459) o 7E 7t 1 A8 | > Be i fE
A H 22 B o SR DUV 9 BRI DU AR ETRL > B AR $8 2021
A6 H (2R WEE > B s EOR R KT KA 75%
AN s AR IRIZ BT 75 19 95% (Owens 2021) » SR 1M > 7 5 Fjw
FERO A% R S I LT o FRAM AT B B | B AR vy
E(];;"—5217

Z TR 5 s e Ao = o Il Y HR ] o SRR
%@kaiﬁﬁm% %ﬁwﬁmﬁ%&m AT
SEPETE B ol AR BB 0BT et 5 v A - e Rk Y T R R AN A B
(o 58 TR U BRI AR A Al v A\l SR iy > flngs b
AbAF 3 AR T o J K B o LS A > D6 ZE TR IR T B R [ A
BREZEI > DRSS i 28 - Jrm b SR s &
b N BT BB A PR P T AR 2R » R > FRAM B /N0 T —
LB R A o AL W ST « (—) fEARA BN AT
FA 22 B il B R it S R R R 5 A R AR R T PR
MO AL L CERREE) HABE > HARERE A+ R4
FRIFA B BRSO o (Z) FEARAG B2V A1 n) DA A FLLE B BT (40K
B > EVRA TR RS L R A A e 4E
Rk ) B 4 A R R v A8 o MEESEHI LT > (—) 9
A > (Z) BB 5 At AN 2 2P B ERR A K
HeHER Bl EEEE - 52 AR 2 R EIRA M
N AR 358y > ASTR] 1% 45 2 T ] DAAT S [m] 1 426 ) e o

FEBRFEUUT » feff—FR ol > RD Sk R AR R Y
it R A A E > IRRE T A FR AR (E o a8 LBl > LA GE
AR N2k ihsE - B2 R E 8 AN BRI SEHE o 4 LLe

(7 B BEZREEHEER aﬂﬁﬁxﬁllﬁ Planir A AFTIE S - (A1 (18
W2z | B BNT1620b2 & E - #f Delta #REREMAERIEARN S 88% (Lopez
Bernal et al. 2021) °

8) EREME =fHAe—ERE Efjlziﬁ RE FMAGETEHSS T
LS N AREEREREBRME - REFNHESL LEE NAEL EE
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HH AR NASRERNREE —E R (MEAERAL) > 4L
B ] DA 2 Al £ A 7 4 A2 BB 114 B (Savulescu 2021) © 5 AMEE Y
B o A7 LR 2 [ Rl B TR = o il b — B
(A RICRE H ABRABOE > fE3A PR CRERE L) RS (A
) WML o SR A > AR =S ]G R R SRR
RIETE BRI BT R AE M > R E 23 IE o IE 0 E—f
FITE > 5 RS 1 S R A0 R A - FRAMT A A A 3k 5 A ) M08 A0
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