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Abstract: Self-recognition is an ability where individuals realize the relationship between
themselves and an image in the mirror using various clues. In past three decades, self-recognition
studies of nonhuman primates have deepened in scope and significance by using various
research paradigms and methodologies. Research in this area not only provides deeper insight
into and explanation for complex cognitive abilities, but also interactions between behavior and

cognition. Currently, with this research widely undertaken in foreign countries, the domestic
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literature on this subject is relatively weak. This article introduce a mirror-based experiment as
well as outlining the basic research paradigm of self-recognition studies, the advantages of video
observation and face recognition. In conclusion, this article proposes the future prospects of
clearly defining procedures in self-recognition studies with the goal of expanding the domestic

research field.

Key words: Self-recognition; Mirror experiment; Non-human primates; Facial recognition

LR &

[ & it %¢ (Self-Recognition) IR ZMMANMATE L 28R (£ 857 o8 BN R ILAM I 6L
Bz wesi G S ACaIR, HFHAAZEROEEE (. B0 SkigiE
EEHR S A SRR S . T B IAE A BRI EERE I RGBT BT SR AR
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REFN) AR I DEATE: Anderson 25 ABF7C RN, RUSFERR S LRKRI
IR A ST, (HE CAE SR A BUK B2 LS Bl KIE S S AN A B RN 2 1]
LR ALy, AN AT LUK 2 P 21 57 L i 2 IR JE B R s i B il it 22 5 ¥, Bard 25 A
KB LIAM SRR (24-32 AN H, N TIRE LM ) KRB L8 Fazsiont th, RI
PR LR HAE MR R L AL, T AR EE LA iRl bric B, T U IR v] e
AR RS E R g2 hE ) By SAh, WEE IR AR MAGCAZ . TR DL R 3
fih 5 A BRI AR AR 45 ST, U o AT 5 BB AT 5 R T LA i K i
(R B XAE B, Tl IR A TR AR ISR —— AR AR KR AR AL ), g
SONFNRE DT BRI RE . HUHIRTEEAAR R B G S A, R R e AR b Tt
SR — NG I a Y KA difb It Hith, MR 4R B 29N 568 ) 1 s

[E R A 1 35 527 1 FOWIEFT CORAR R o WFFESE BB T 6 N 2835 Sl Ay FIRR A& U7 1 )
H et gihe T LUAh, B ERAEAR KIS L, FEEm T NSRRI sE Rk T A snhe
TSR 2 — —— HBRIEEERE S ML LS HARRE T 2 T R SCTEk . T2 [ Py 3R b 5%
AT TR LA a2, BT TR — MR WIIE A, B8 RHE Y. #S " K
KIAES ™ 5T, AEARE N R KNG A 0 B RS R AR (. ik, ASCE A
PRKIEARIEAT AT RIIIEATE S WFTORGL 58 8R . B ik et DL A R,
B EH R P RS SAI,  h HA R A DG U a9



2 34 ESCE-S TIE VNG S SN Sl PR So ©269 ¢

&1 RTFRICEKERERNEL

Tab.1 Theories of mirror self-recognition

P # (1)) [ % SCHR] References #2117 i Theories of mirror self-recognition
Gallup(1970)[1]; Amsterdam(1972)[2] MSR = {3
Gallup(1977)[64]; Lewis(1991)[12]; Zazzo(1948)[65] EER
Bertenthal &Fischer(1978)[66], Chapman( 1987)[67] BRI
Mitchell(1993)[68] BB IR - LU VG FC R B
IR AR
LA RFE L
ety — Bk
Asendorpf & Baudonniere(1993)[69] B R
Heyes(1994)[70] JRRTEAS 712 THI RO B 1
Parker et al. (1994)[58] A L i
(VAP SE T
Bischof & Kohle(1994)[17] I
Suddendorf&Whiten(2001)[71] MSR=[H]HRAE# it
Nielsen et al. (2003)[18] HEAE 5 5%

2 BT sEi pve U R F

REKIABAEEWIIURE T Gallup FIHIBE 152 50x AESE (Pan troglodytes) IIAHIRAT H
BEATIGE, ALUESE TR BT A ERAESAE ) e —BORBL, K BEIIRAEUI BT R
WRHI A S5, T PR ARSI BRI R B SR (K — R 5T L LB E R AT R
FIAEEAE ST, RIRES A OLBE A B J I ORIKIT HAE AT A BT IR R AIA T . BR T AR S
b, REEEARA B 7 5240 34T MSR Kr i (1% WA, (HXS SRR Ee— B
FEAEAFL. FE— IR — 44 0 Xebo [FRRAR A BT ARG, 1T e AR i) B
WEE AR 8 B D885 Xebo VZEARICHEER WA : D ERHBHZAC
Mg, PULREERR G A O8 EMARAES T L 20 BRART A S S
WREIZIREST 5 3) eRBE TN TR, AMERNE A TRl s et T B2
Je PR ANRE AR B Xtk X T8 0 BT T ORAEAE L B AT MSR, JF HAX USRS R AE T8
AARRIVIEN BT, RIS FORFILACIITR B &4 Sl ok A2 17— P R AF LB
EROIRAS, A EREW AEAR IR A RIS A RSB ) I aR IRATT R 7R AE T
NSRRI R L BT (A1 FRIEMIE TR 32 BIAEAF BT mT, (A3 3125 S S8 i)
S L R NS P AT L MSR A7 AT RETE DU IR B IAGE AE AP PR S D S A A e A7
FELE BE MSR 16 R B B AERBLH K .

R 24T Inoue BT BARSELL LIV A FAEHERE T AE R RET R BLIAT P AT
R BB B T NS ep Al N R A B AR v AT A O JLREAR AT Ay 4 8



270+ YNEEE 34 %
R 2 TANEMEEFHERITHNEX AR L
Tab.2 Behavioral categories and definition of mirror-related behaviors in various species
/3 Categories 5E X Definition 17 254 A BAT L ERCR IR 275 300k
Examples of Frequency accounts for a bigger References
behaviors proportion of total behavior of
species
F2eAT N TR B, RN W BRI Lemur catta [72,73]
Social behavior THh M. NEREEE . BHME  CRIR Callithrix penicillata [74]
== SRIGEEMINE Saguinus oedipus [72,75]
AR Saimiri sciureus [72, 76]
WA MR Cebus apella [72,77]
Wk A Ateles belzebuth [31]
WRMEAT N THREIEFIEIR SRR AER T £ BMREMEMacaca arctoides [78]
Exploratory behavior WA IR ZRAT N BETRMESEL Wk M. radiata [72]
BT W B M. nemestrina [38,79]
AT EHETG TR R, VO M silenus [31,79]
Contingent behavior WAL MRS AEmsiigisa) Lo o M. onkeana [79.80,72, 81]
B 5 Tk M. fascicularis [72, 82, 83]
{EE M. mulatta [31,84]
HAME M. fuscata [85]
W% Erythrocebus patas [31]
[l AR 365 Papio hamadryas [72]
LA P. anubis [31]
1138 M. sphinx [86]
K52 Hylobates spp. [87]
FE K H. agilis [31]
A Fd 347 A Self- RS TIN, A R BT 8% X2 Pongo pygmaeus [72, 88,89]
directed behavior FARE T Aok AL SR KIEE Gorilla gorilla [72,90,91]
BB AL 1 AP Pan paniscus [72, 86,92]
R P troglodytes [1,42,72]
SHATHComplex  BATERB FIFENE  FEFRHES L A Homo sapiens 2.97)
behavior WA BRI B SEET T, IR

FSRIAT

HT%

ARESAT I RRIEAT A MRYEAT . BIRIRSAT A MERRAT . fE AR RE B D
HBURUA R IR R, IX AT A AR IO HLRT = AR5 B 20 1) Ja IR AT e 22 o
H1 Gallup [FIEE1R S HEWT H SRR BAT A B ERAE ST, BRI R D 2
B BEAN RS AL I, RIS S Ve AT gD, A A BRI R AT A 2 . 4
SR SNAT B B I ANMAAT RE TR U5 L H QAT XY, RHE R AR A
AT U], AT S GG T RV A 2 R R AT . T L, R R D
FE R ERE BURIAEATIX 7, Sl R R B OMBHR IR, 2w UM G
A E RS ;2> ARicilil:  “ B BT ISR, SRR B C AL 1 BRI
B 2SR AR R Z K7 o WENESE B RE S AT B 7 A O B S iAetL, HE—2Di
WSS BRI, 2k, LEP A SO K2 Ee A 5 S va s A 2 5 A
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19 A TR ERE 7 RO AT A ARdE. KR Swartz ZEth S IR 23U R EL T, A
1999 4%, WFFUEATES &8 LR s I se i b, mgER NG 148 SA7T 0 A B i
AT LR AGE A C I R . FEOr B T B TR AT ORI A b AT R e
DRI B AT MSR R b 4EEr

Gallup A4 R S50 2 R 46 R B AT B JRAEEERE T KIARHEIF FLIXASBE T AT B H A
KI BB MAFAEPTRIO i — PO A LU O B2 R AT, RIS B S B R e 2
EWEIG AERME, shZ s B RS, WE R RNEROCR, i e
TIIRIAER AT i A s 55— MO R A W, HE B HE S 2 o AN
AR ZS i, BRI A FRGEEERE I g IE 2 T AR RS, A WO B Al
SER AR SE AR AL M gy NUCKAERE— AN Eh I S R R R RLEE R 1A F il
ATLEWFIUE AR IS T A3 B R P SC IS IR R 4R, (AR A7 LS Hh UL 1 L8
BEUEW] AT MSR AT 03RRI B 2 S P AT I AN B A S WM 2. AT
WAL B BRI A LA K 25—/ RIRE RS DO S5 1) B SIS Hi At 54
FEESENE TR IR 55 T W REME R R IXMIE S, JF FLREE AR BT AT B &
FIEAR: 2B =AU BAT MSR,  REFIIBHEK L A ClSS, FImeilaie A & mgis. »
Jixs BERIAN R R 2 AR 9 B RS RE ST H IR BRI RIAN 45 SRAPREAAT AN R At ) o

VFZWEFTH I MSR W ILE Bt — A BRI AF . 3R 1 REIL I IS0 i e 4
5 VF 2 HARRE ) R IR R e B0 1, b LU S g (R s B R Lewis 45
NI ERZAR A BHFTORERATL ™ B 79 MSR R BAMES . A IR RS,
Gallup &4 MSR [fIR B OB B IERE— B ZHIS U MAE T H O
BRI H LR HoAb A 1) 0B 50, Gallup IS ARG T 1 1 S8 R0 s 8 2 A0
FORA NN BE D I REA s Bischof Ak M AMAR JE Y A RS RE ) G A e LN, B
i MSR 2 [ 175 B8 J1 B0 — N30 Nielsen 25 A MA Kyt FAE S MR, AMARELE
SAE A BB PR B I S GER U ST URE, BRI R AR AT R Y Mitehell JURA Y
Bir St e dh s MR I s S VL ECRE J),  JEE UGBTI NS S Y s IR 21 T
—2 "y Michael $4 X7 ORI I AN AL L 22 S i 320 B0 AR MSR BFSEHY K (1)
BISRE, (HRAAF AR BE B — B, Bl 1 A S A BRRZ )
BRI Ferp I RS AR BER S SOS AT MBS, HAEA D AR
R bR BT 1Y

&3 XTFEFESTH. BRESTHNRIIBIRENIXMIER
Tab.3 The records of mirror-mediated, self-directed behaviors and success through the mark test
IR T HR AT AR A BRI ST PRI I A A R i s

Mirror-mediated and self-directed behaviors record Success through the mark test record

HIL% Occurrence rate (%)  AEAZL Simple size (N) )% Success rates(%)  #£ 4<% Sample size(N)

MU Pan troglodytes  45% 163 43% 97
& RS #EPan paniscus  50% 16 76 iR T Ik
FEFEPongo pygmaeus  85% 6 50% 6

KIS Gorilla gorilla— 29% 21 31% 13
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3 Kl TR SR T

Gallup i i 55 152560 RIS BT MSR, A RS H B OS5 5 25 5 1R fE .
ZJa U HE AR T IR T e SO SRS RG], AR BT I B B AT A TR
SAT RPN AT F BB R RS B W AT VRS B b A A R K2 L,
DLSRAIT T 17 P 2 v R R A AE e e
3.1 WRKEMIAR

i T Gallup 2 7E B S B uFt T HAA AL, ZEHRUE T3
MR A T —FE R SESS, BIHETA L, el R 2 BRI A IS AT AR R )
AP A AT BAT E IR 2268 D R SRR B ARSI (Pan paniscus). KIS
(Gorilla gorilla) *Y FIXEAE (Pongo pygmaeus) 25 AR R O, it B4R &R, #0015
GX DB RAEI AT T . P U FE KSR . — LB IH A FRE tH SO A A G
Sey, Hod A5 B (Cebus apella)™ . WM (C. paella)*® . 38k (Papio hamadryas) 2% .
HAR B IS HAT MSRP,

A B S AR SE RE T Sy ik B I A AR 22k, AR EATH AR AA
A EA TR B ARG RIS D 5T ENZFEREEAARE . IZREA TR AT W bR E &N
FUR 51 e 4k - Bk (K4 b 4545 . Heschl Al Burkart 7£280% (Callithrix jacchus) 5 1% I
558 J3 ¥ AR R R, DU 5 e 6 (kR (0 & 0 P, Roma 25 AU #2630
S ERAERRNE T L) B AR R s e AT AR IC AL S B R < R EE R, [R] B X LRI
Uit fulBibric, RSN 1H e LA B Gk i sl 22 ik i bric B Rl DL T
2 A B S BGE R WSEAR T R B R AP A 1 T P

UEAEAAE 5 10 AT BB K A2 Sara 25 A IR R AEREAT 1A 7% B AR AR 1 H
e, ML Eh VR L B, DR A AT LR R 2 S SO L B SR kA
FERUL, AR AR A 7 SOR 2 HOE UL S Rl o TR X, H AR B A 36 (1A% S
ZE YL, Z2FRORBEEEGE B 5. IIARAT v BE 2 e A AN S AL B T A T 5K
BRI Shillito 25 A A3 E A A T B 25038 A FE OB 1ok BE Gk AN ) 8 B, (HOR S
RINFEIE S AT I H e WBi1% . Sara WIZESZEG P0G T S KR R EEBAR
WA, e AR S E BB . RN T AR 5K
W5k, DAIMCR AR Y B 1 S0 v DR PR BRI 750 1 47 SR AT N BT 3 4 B fE4A %
FAFRAC AT R 0 —HORBR CABR RS AL, R — S T Ml e A 1) B 44
LB = ), W — R 255 A bl . BEARIK R Sl e Al B8 2
SERFI TR EY), ARURA BRI B 985, A8 1 AU IH A 3 S bR id A7,
WAL Aefile A 3= ) 1) B 1

JTERAGESR A MSR 2 Mitchell YCHZEALES T HMNH A D, B—PWEEACD
(AT 3l DA K IX 6 AT B4 SR A S B (RT3 22 T] (32 3 40 R it B R ke ok U i iR 2
BEF ¥ SR A L AT MSR [ B AN 78 40 45 1F B9, 2K BUR ST B 7 e s RO R 1
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BENATE S, (HRASH H ORI R, A B kA A DS E1E. 1 De
Waal 55 N AR AL T H TS ACER T R0, IS A AE RS EA SR
HOMBIE e RN 25 0B85 U 1E B SR IRE S RIS, IXPEA Red I 8%
TEAFIHE Z [ (4, AN o AR AR RP BRI SR . R LAk
Re Il 1 S IR A AT RE N A B R B AL, 1EU0 Boccia ARG RIS
HAEMSE DA A G AR DR B s 152 RO R ANE R IR, R g
TBFERE K AT B A%, Ol LIS b 2 A lE A T 5007, DRTIG D 5 PE TRD i 1 R o B 1 4
Tk, WAL A e 5 2B A MSR. A Anderson A 2 3 £ 51256 #5356 B G- H K11
TS TN L RIARA, A2k LUK B AN KT P2,

3.2 RHEERRRNNYIFE L BIELER

bR 1 AERE ) b SRR A AT B SR R R IR R H S RE ) 2 A, AT I
ECZ RN EA MSR AR S N R KR Z T R EIELE: U, kR AT
SR MSR fg ) LS SRS AR KR R 2 &R . Mans 25 N\ R IIAE 4-6 AN IS8R )L 244 1
HR A T — ANk, I AL ST B B 12 A A R, 32L& %881
o ERF XA, HHS—EABEEXAGE. Ui ) LA E . B RS 5ER
ZIAE AR, R IUE G U E R R, TAb T 18-24 AN HIXANI TR B, ML B 3R TE
AT A I

AR 1T 5 BT 2t MISR R B A2 L A\ S5 . Povinelli 55 A EAATTHRIZE 1) 105
JUFIS AT 4.5 5 8 % [ SR th R IR 2 B /& 7E 6-8 % I H MSRP, 47 /b3#4) 15 %)
16-20 % 74 245 MSR. 1fij Bard R 45 i H A7 MSR ({40 S /N AR 2 2 22 B0 %1 A
Fk Ui A AT MSR G LA S I RUR FIR 2 AN L. BB R T A2,
PIEACH I MSR [RAF RS ZEM, I [A) 5 FE AR Al b AR . 0 R RE I E AN 2 P A 1 IE
HAMEHEILMSR, FEAENTBFERR T Rk NBE (U0 )k B AL T w2 )
AN AT A 2 1) MSR
33 FEER ENZ Tl
3.3.1 %

RS TR S 15 BT B RO SR ) T8 B 1S5, fRiX 2 a7 S
SEARVE A S T H . H SRR I SE 30y v L s e R KR s 2 e 2 10 ™, el
AEAE T AT AR B0 (1) AR TBON J R A R G AR IR PR R R G (W Iy, S0 3 n] LA it i
TRAN R PR 57 %5 A 2SR 458 0] IR 6 Jg e Al L IR 26 S 87, S0 0of T 64T 0 S RN i), A
T DB HERRAS g5 8. M T8 7, BARSGRAA B TS BOEH R, H
BB RENS S SIS AR A 2 AL, BR TSI WORAMA 1 BHPSRARAh, IEREJE LGS A
ANFET SR AR FEEA . AR AR TR S, BRI AR LEA R 2548 T
HAEFERAT A RN .

FLRIF 9T I RE R A T 0L LR R T s F ok e B BRI A4, T A 2 2% L g
FESAR P A REG WL ™, [AIA Hirata 8 38 5256 2 D0 B AR A R 38 1 o 0 52 I S5O B6 3 B
OV AN B G A 11 A7 g 000 R FE A A5 A DA ok SR sl S 1 S I — 8, A2 L%
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Anderson %5 A K e 318 I BIRGERE (K B JAE SRR IWETT b e FEBRIEA SO 5K
B JE T U6 15 23 B EAT N gD AIC S, S E AR LR B (1 4505 R 8] LA B
AT B AN ] AEANR A PSR T AR R D) SBRRBERAE T A S L9
e RN T 0 1) (R SR AR AL, RIS RV Bt s A8 b i S 1R 1 8 B A W P
i MEPERRAE I T 7 - U Tl 1 PS5 2) (DI SR AR S S R AR IR 1 B s &t
SRS P B AR S I R, OF ELIT A OB AR A T I AR s 3) BRI AR Bk R AE A
CURSRARAE B AR 55— R Bt o ARSI AT BB A SR R R & B
A AWK . HAE Anderson F RIXARAT S HAE I EA DN s 112 3 e 5 B AN A1 B
HIRLAE 2 T IBC AR B S AR, i YA EBE 1 S I A = 2 BB 7 Fig e AR i AT
DRAEW] MSR (RIH L, R ) S 56 rh — SE B AR AL O (1 2 R IE AR REAE ] — 28 )
3.3.2 AR EIRAIAFHARFER

B 10 47, ARG RHA QUG B BV 0TS, X T 2R X s (1
HEEE . MAE R ATy ifE A 2N FN BT TS e b TR Un, i B
SLRE IR BN X AR R ZAE NS L AT — Bk, ASEBL R RACRAEA AR i
(1) B 2 — R R, R AR R m iz — P, X Gallup 5 5B
R S5 T BT AR PN DT b R ARG At T A o VF 22 ISR IE W RSN T M s 1R
BT HER P, 0TI A i A AR U 2, AN A R IR B LT 5
F B A O ™. Gillihan 1 Farah A 4 650 U9 AR B (F) 5 25 DR /8 1350 43 MOl 1)
IR AE K 2, AR L T TR SCAd P 1A 5 7 S SR I A e B SR SRR SR
AL GERE ST A RIAE TR S BT T B8 S A IR 5¢, sl A ReAEBL %
AE R AT I, WA DUE I SE06 . AR ST 7 S0 SRR AT i 1A A L 1 SR HE T
Y EFRIEEBETT ATIC,  MUAEREAT IR R0 S I 45 AR SC I B BER, - BERE RSN AAE B 3K
GBS VA P 00 L R A B P AT L SRS B R 0 AT ATE A, B A S 24T AR
PR B A HE R Sy T SEUER . o BERIET, 402 75 A MSR [RRRTE
AT g HRERE e e 2 SR ks E o TR AEA PR R F BB S 1A T der 6 208 2D 0 #r S0HL
Tl I AR X A R 22 R RE T TR AR

BVFIEAE MSR 9 A BE 0 (MR 1R85 U5 1 AN R, TS X6 T 1 3nt 9 10 58 A7 DX 3
PUT 4 BT IUE S R A2 T b AT SR i, ABATTAE XS B R R
LHABMG Z AT 2, RIEAS I a2 2 BROA N R U BRI, A
s M4 PR H RS E B A5 1, T ) — LS A IX L T A
FEAEF AR B 100,

4 jn) b e

4.1 HE A9 [E) R
F 32 MWF S DAL D+ 2 45, MALSE I 2 diL i sC BB 7 ik 8L, SE 4
SRR A 2 18] AT EL AN SE R I AT AR . FRATTRE AT il 8 RS AE BT (5 E AL SR A T
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hECE BIZAT A I AT Ee A 22 it A g & B BRI SR e 2 0 TIX AR HERE, JR
AT B A HH R S R 90 8 B 1 — R

O A MR R EEAG I T — MR A A ONAT A, B2 TR IES B & A &
A R R EAT SR MEK o 51 [A] Anderson A Gallup $2 24 LL T 5 — BB ) A 2%
(5CHE,  H 525 LA A A& AR SC PRy S0 kB IR T 5 BT ) A
HIHEY R AE MSR R AR T — B 2, 02 54— R A RE AN Ty R 5
(1) —Fhfe s, XFEMbRUEE G G E I R R .

@A W ELX 53 H 3 B R AN B I B8 1 SIS 56 2 A e 1) 3 Rl FF) 2 S 30 2 S50 925 |
(PR 7E . Ar3e MSR FE @ AT I HE, A FEWNZAT =R Phh 2= (%
AR HE L2 TR EAR R B S B CRIOCIE ) MOEEE IR 5E e s il 172 551k
AR B H KRB FT MSR ) & W) AR A S 22 02 ORI . A 1999 4F, #E4T MSR I T iff
FUPH T 164 FURRREMGEE, AR NIRRT 4 REKER. 5 FUERE. 10 JUEEREE
19 FURSESE BY, P IGIE . B R A H KD DASOHE DUHERR R R . [
&AL R KRR — B SE s, ARg. AREH, OFHE
— Pt SN EIRE S, TR B RS ) 22 AR PR B R s AN A R A 2 A
e E A @4 ™, 62 HIZIBAT R B, Gallup [ 5250 2 I 3 14 B 28—
FERRE BRI S S RE IR, AHLE TR AR S, N IR 8 R BRI
R o AT S ) R AR TR T T FE A A FL A A B SR I AR A SR DA R, XA AE
PLHEBRZ N = T

G BBt 22 /8 S HEWT H 10 SE R BOR A EER BE 5 WL, AT ARAE B SEI AN KT 25 HH Bk
FAUESL I BEAE Fa&E i XA D74 T H RS HE 7 AH K BB 7T A — o R g R At
GRS TR, — 7 AR AR 7R O AR ARG IR S g o B A B IREEWBE I AAAE T4 1
HEREH IR R ? W R SR T A )0, IS A RBEAR 2 A OB, AHARR i B2t
FUH A FITAT 1) i 2R NI LAT O P e B B

g ERAAAE RS, RKERGHA BRI A R E 2 FUE, ol i 2]
BR DRI S0 5 VIR SR DR S 3 iR 22 o (RIS 0] R 5247 4 IR W 45 2R DL S AT B By
(RHERTRE il — /MBI, SEsafE il B RAEEERE I MU B A A RALL R Rk
m THER, XA P8Rt
42 3ARKMEE

HARZ B % JFi5E, De Waal I\ /BTS2 304 1H 2 40 51 Foit 82 1) 3 bt & by
FUMSR ) AME#, 2 HAE N B IREIAIGE ), R segokss $A1T 0, X%
M E AT PR SE, R SR I L. ARG R BRI, B A G
()R 8 LA S — BEL LIRS 1 e sl R TE 2 (1) 3 ddt, AR B2 () A4 SR 1F A R 52
WL 563 -

421 HSREEBEMAMTE

P BRI HERE, AR B AR AH SGAT A st v] AR B B IR RE )
{HE IR PR AL ME— . JCH AT A EER R 2 00, BIAAAE S B4 m] LA R8N
AW S 28 2R 58350 H R SR ) M ADE bRt 1EHERIMAIYE, BEsa AR B3R
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