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Abstract

Benjamin Libet’s classic neuroscience experiments in the 1980s revealed that the brain generates
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unconscious neural preparatory activity (readiness potential) before the subject becomes con-
sciously aware of the intention to act. This empirical finding posed an unprecedented challenge to
traditional concepts of free will based on Cartesian dualism. This paper aims to review the theoret-
ical background, profound impact, and multidimensional academic criticisms of the Libet experi-
ment, and on this basis, proposes a systematic reconstruction and rebuttal from a compatibilist per-
spective. The paper argues in detail that the pessimistic conclusions of the Libet experiment rest on
specific, debatable metaphysical presuppositions, and its experimental paradigm fails to effectively
distinguish between unreasoned random actions and normative reason-based rational decisions.
By introducing the hierarchical structure of intentions in the philosophy of action (distinguishing
distal intentions from proximal motor commands), the strict epistemological distinction between
the “space of reasons” and the “space of causes”, and the emergentist perspective based on complex
systems theory in the philosophy of mind, this paper systematically elaborates a naturalistic com-
patibilist view of free will, clarifying that the Libet experiment essentially resolves the “micro-neu-
ral initiation mechanism of unreasoned spontaneous actions”, rather than the ontological question
of “whether free will exists” at the macro level.
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1 FIDWFSREMEREE R, LRI S EIGHIBEAR

A (Free Will) i SO AR B4 B FEBATEINEE S, 15 NJOEME T, &
PR A AR T I FE R A G . E 2R, HHEENEASHE RN ¥ mga k. de
& (Determinism) = 5K 52 87 /3P0 (6L 38 N 2547 ) 35 B 56 T R BIRAS R B AR U T A e s Bl R
(Libertarianism) I % 425 A\ 47175 70 6047 B IR B 4% I 4 0 ie B 68 75 1T AH 2518 (Compatibilism) 1) 1% B 75 vk
ERYEH S oy B R AR SR80, N 20 e N, A AR NS
RU S A SRR e, HHEE R R T i e —— WK TR 32 B, )
TS B SRR . fEX — PSR, SEENININ K22 TH 4 Ll 23 I 9 AR B 2R SRR B « 1) DU
(Benjamin Libet) T- 20 tH22 80 “-AXT J& (1 — R FI 014 i rL K (EEG) S50, ToAE B HLFEM U 3. 1X
SIS RAUE GE I A EISIR T B SIERk i, ARG AL (Neurophilosophy)iX —
28 SR ST AU AR A 1 2R T

AR HIAZ O B bR 1T 5 52 AR B S5 A R DURE SIS ALV, TR IE B SCER I R Ak b, 3R
—Fp BB G M S @A R BN . B B TR AR T SRR i R BRIE (4 Dennett), BT A
ST (0 Mele), B T b 2 BEFAR R (U Schurger), (HAE A A AEH5 X S8R 7] )2 TH LI & 31—
NG, RERSRUIE T BB W AESE . AT AT S T R EE RS R
H RS R 5 RIS 1A TRy, DAL R SRR T SR RGOS A, X =
FRELR TR R G Aok . IR EATZ M N AEREE, ASCIRKENRSIE: F DURESRI6 ) 36 W 45 18
PF5E R EMSR L ERAA, T R = MEIS S TR IR — A Z R W R 1SRN
S H BB S, AR P — BB A M DL 52 4 (R IR “ B R e 2 A F T R AR X —#%
ORI
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11 EFRANEZISF TR 28N

BERNER AR ULFF 5256 1R 3, A28 T RL 2411 s . 1965 4F, {8 E i 2 L 2% K N «FHEUEA{E (Hans
Kornhuber) 1 5 £ /R « 4y (Luder Deecke)fER 7t N H Fig 2 U 1 —IUE KR . A e i Sk Bz i
L 0 s S IR R HEAT B RIS B (4 b B il 48 I KBS 3, ORI N2 3 K )= R Bz B X
(SMA) TP SEBRYCA T 23 I — Fh 202 (1) L 3B b T (1% 47 1) FRLASE AR 4K, o 3 B A 4 i 44 DR v &% Lz
(Readiness Potential, f&ii#x RP). A 7t& W], RP M ESIEK A ATZ) 800 £ 1000 ZEF0 (2 5 B g r a6 th
Wo X — R T 4B BIREASE, FONE T AR B K E AT — NG BRI (1 B 2383 2 |1,
Sbr EEAA T TIRKE [ TE B IR R HE B

I DURF BB A ) T & A RIS S5 M R . MR OB AN : R WA “=
WK (conscious intention) 5 & WL “HE ALY (RP)ZIAIE 7R &R . R BN ZEEEZIMERN R IER
B, IBAAER R b, SRS BB T KIS M58l Rz, WRMERE&IEEN % T RIRE
K, ARG B i S T Im0E 1 SEBLX —W&, B DRt 17— MRORE T 1 S B a1
ZRE W HA R T b, S B B I e I ((EEG) Ha W LU St £ i, TR E 5 WL E(EMG)
FA LA s L PR WS 4 ) AR IS ) o 324 B SRR AT 7 B s b — AN PR e 2 1) 7 i 280 s (10 i
2.56 PhliEsE—FE, BT — AR B R AP EY) o SEER R TG BRI AR “ IR B E 3 R R (urge
or intention) 2% i F BBl FHEMATATIS ZI, 564 KM H B0, AERUL TR, 283 7 2o A AbAT
AR R B R BN OGS T EE AL B, FRESNE e UG RS AL E o 1A AR IR B T SRR
N W RN (Will time, = EIRTE]) . [AIRS, AXES ISR T ULAIFF 4TS 3 H M I [E] (Movement time) PA % 1
HHALIT AR L) RP B ][]

12, AWERVBFEHRES “BRESHRE” Bl

PRI G a5 R BoR: #0R UL EHE S 2 LA T EETE BB (B (M B[R E N 0 =80, T8
K HE 4% B A7 (RP) (AR 46 I 1] P I 2E BhAE T2 550 Z280(-550 ms); #R1M, A2l B IR &5 &R E
HY B A (W B TE]) P B AE SR RTZ) 200 Z£F0(—200 ms). X — ] % (2 350 ZEFP) AR T F) DURF B )
Wt R K TE 2 AR A 4235 B (RP) 2 2 3 5 T A k4730 2 B B9 32 E (W R 1))

B X — RS SR A, DR R ILEREE MG . B AT RIS B e b B K T B R
S RguE R, MRS PO “ BIRERET JRAESMEMAIIE B R &, B KN TC = RIS ShE
J& W17 A () — R R BE I % (epiphenomenon). #:52, SIRATLICHE CIEAE “H il ” i degnt, R4
(R L SEAE =5y 2 — PRIk O B IRA ML T Ve o WAk K032 KB R « 3545 44 (Daniel Wegner)
A (GEIRELNE) (The lusion of Conscious Will) F1it— B iRk 71X — W 4, Al$ A E A
BB S — P @A A O ERAE . K AT BN ML [F] I 72 A T SEBR I Sh 1 R0 B I %o s 1 1 2 iRk
5, B BRI TE R (7] BB SR A, BAUEEE R HHEWT & 2R S 3T B E[2] AR E K Il 95
B Hi(Sam Harris) B #5 s EHK, HHEEANT & —MLIu, AT & AL IS A LA -

1.3. $t3IF DURFSCB A9 75 %0 5 SEiEHET

SRR IR sLIe sz I BER, EEREARZ HE, [F22] 7 REE Y. QBN R A BT
PG LS 2 AR PR . R TR R T R ZI BT e . WIS TA] (R TR A5 PRI ] ) 00 8 v FEE AR 52 ik 2 )
TN SERSTERIIHAS . 320l 75 B OQTE PN A8 B R O B AS (R 1B AT B O [RI I, R i 0
R B ANPGRS B AL SE R (e 1 6 ) b o O IRAER ) E B O AUR I, X PSS 1 R ) A D
AN [ AR 2™ A 5 2 1 R GEE IR % . 1EZITJE/R « PHERF(Daniel Dennett) £ ([ H1 93 46) (Freedom
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Evolves) o gittidg i, R DURFISEIE T 7 —4 “HH R /RE3%” (Cartesian Theater)—— BB 15 K H 47
FE— AN SE B PO BN L X R TR], B RE EAS e AR “oite o AR, BUAGIAIRLE R, BiRA
6 7 B TR RN 25 18] _b AR IR . 40 A0 S AR B FE o 4 S5 WL 5 PR RRORT o FER I ) 5 2 B0 20K JE 114) 2 A o
28 HUALI R B RN 55, A7 AEAS ALk A B 2 S5 A R IS YA [3]

AN, SR ZTH I E SR 5T A DURE R 5 R e B T Bk Trevena A1 Miller (2002) 1 i H B 72 %
B, B RS2 Bl B R O M H R A g “A7 I SE bR E RIS DL ORISR 23 HH IR Bk v 4%
LA (RP) A 7t [ i FELVG 20 o X — OB R IR K M I 55 7 RP AR NBIME “ AR RIIR” 8L “TeIRUE ” ot
B, 7R RP AT REAAN S T T 55 (138 0l DG B Zh HE #OIRES s THAEAS AT R  Sh 4R 4

14, BREEREESHMERFHMERE

TERESHT 2, R R B « KR (Alfred Mele)xf | DURFSZIGHR T W B A0 1T HOHER. K
IREFEH, R DURRESCIS Wit 5450 HE S, PEIRIE 1 “1h3h” (urge). “FEE” (desire). “ &= &l” (intention)
5 “YeE” (decision) S HUA N FIAT BN S [4]. e HAL(RP)FE-550 AP 1 I, P REAA S BR T
R = A T — P S B SR B B — M RIE S T, EIX AN SE R T AR T B A BT B UE
FENFER) B H AR S, TRATTRE I R 20 #8227 AR TC 0 BRI b 3 (19 an AR B L AR ME 7K L ARFT Wl N ),
IR a2 AR SRR T . ¥ RP S5 [F TAER v vEIE R, ZEMES: b A7 A ™ 5 I B A e
5iZEpkER.

B ELREIHE TR B A2 R P B R (1 B R % . 2012 4E, MRS AE «&T 2K ¥4 (Aaron Schurger)
S LTRSS T — i oG T HE & AL (RP) A 1 4 B R A 1 —— “BfAL ZUm#s 1571 (Stochastic Accumu-
lator Model, B{Fx Leaky Competing Accumulator Model). %8 F5 i, 78] U1RFS2 I X Fh i = 40k W A 2k
F BORAAE RIS KT ] Y BE R B RAT AR R IE S R, R B R PP 4TS 5t 5 (spontaneous neural
noise) 23 4b T AW BENLIE B2 e 23X FhE LI 75 (1) SRARVB IR IS R T 38R 8 I s BT BB R, #ies
il SEBRIIBNAE . &7 R B THEAURAIIE R, BTl I HE & AL (RP),  S2BR b GRAESNE R AEHT R
T i B4 22 3 3k 4730 1) B 1) F- 2 (time-locked averaging) B A2 It 22 5 56 [5]. X EWRE, KIKLE-
550 ZEFP A FEBA UM E I “TEZEIRIE” . RP AU T2 RS EH KBS0z #i B s 5h s
E SIS R X — Ak A MR AR _F3h$8 7 R DURESLI0H RP AR “ EROR LS (& 2 3k
fih, 13T RP M58 H R E ISR 2 T 5% O 1 SHIE S i

2. ETHEAFLUANEESHIT

JOE FIRREVP NSRRI . W T MRS FE DL R AR R R S 2 AN RE VR ZITE TR DR
IR RRE, (HEE RS, W H RN I [ i A S P, U5 B A S TR TR AR R A R
(1. FRAE T ZME— R B S IAAH AR5, RN AR TN ARl It AR AR R HE 4L
ARSCYCN, Fl DURFSZI6 (L HER 1L FE, SEBr L Raicth B 7 —Fh™ 85 (01 K 2K — JG 18 (Cartesian Dualism)
AL 5 18 (Reductionism) , FKe 15 HH 5 R 1 55 7] T i 59 470 B2 DR) R4 2% 1) 4856 4 463 Jir DRI (B b 22 i S BT
CE D)o HETIACH 2 18 (Compatibilism) AL A, ASCETK: B B RS IFAEROR A2 To TR I o R R
R, TR Z WA R G5 T RE B g AT S A0 i L KRR S B FRR 1 E SR s

2.1. BENERGEHSIERINHEETH

178 ¥ 2%(Philosophy of Action) IR AW LRI, AKMEEIFIER —4E B L OHEVRE, M2 20 H
P E AR RS S5 . TR - AihiEE € (Michael Bratman) i #i %I # ¢ (Planning Theory of Intention) L
NS A - 1H 1) B (Elisabeth Pacherie) ) & &1 2 145 5 (Cascade of Intentions)fi& i, AZRIRESN 1t A AEA
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[ S B RO RN R )Z R R BN 26 2 B [6]. FRATAT LK KRB 3 A=A ZE S “myi = El” (distal in-
tention, BRFRA K S K). “iruma K ” (proximal intention, SRR 24175 M) & ) PL K “i2 5 & K7 (motor
intention). G ¥ & R M AR . Zid R RGE R Z IR “ R BRI R R S IO EE
SERS s A B R R E AR A AT R S B4R A (a0« IRIMAEARAERT T b, HERIRIREE SiE%
) iz 2 = B R R 23T B AR SR RO 258 & (il an “ 751X — =24 F IR e IUREE” ).

MR ZE GBI AR, FDUR LI P8 821, U RIRERNZshE R, EREZDN
PAT — A 0 TE B SRR 3. SR, EBA SIS, ZilE 4 AR AT E e IRM
WealIRES . 2B E RN T2 55050 BRI R REIHIE FAB . AR I 8] P9 1 R 2 5 o o = 1)
HinugE . X—Z R E R ZRE WERRRES S EEAE I 51, M Efr 2 G,
KIG i= AT R G R BRI O B AR 555845 T IRZ W B sh &l 32k sem b “ BARLE
WEANBENL A0 3e N s ” EHIRL, shasHh N T ERIRMIEs K E.

XA HIBLIZNAS FBAMUA R B R E R, M2 AN R G = R0s A 1205 5% A AL
. EBHRE. WENE . T ERER )2 RAXSIER, EARNL 7 200 B AR
W& 7 1A), T EAR L B L A3 AR U 56 4 A8 B G ORI L AR 7 s S i IR s AP E I JE R R 3,
1E S 178 i A7 B AR TR SR I RS SEAT &5 R o M DURE S50 DAGIOW 2 T 20 i R e il s i o s 7, SR
T2 02 T A R R R o R S 1 S, 7E@ B0 T ™ (Y % H (category mistake) . [ HH & 1A
O E T EAA I i = I . ERFSIEIE E, MAEROWIZ 348 4 BRI A2 Rl

22. BARTEESERSENRIEF S

JUR 3R BLAE - ZER T (Wilfrid Sellars) TE 458 (2K F 5.0 RE%) b, =T “HH=EA” (space
of reasons) 5 “[FIJ=%[1]” (space of causes) 135 4 [X 73[7]. £ « 22 5018 /K (John McDowell) 55 244842 34
BB T X R, XX O TEAEAREELXER, AHRENZORFEE T, FEREEBHK
PERLYE 1) “ 7 (reasons) AT IR BTSN, MAERAIZE HBIEE “ 5 [H” (causes) 1) K R O)fd . 3%
(e SR AR AE AR TR AU A FLE TS EANE . KE R i e 5N N E SRR,

PAT AR DR SEEG 1S BT, RIS ZIE R T AT BB . SRIR R BB EER 2
WA CRERRITR , AUE A RIIMEY” AT8h . TR R A BEE TR, AT S il skt 52 X3 T
B R AR S  BANME 22 5 . 7R3 3 PRI S AESE 8 Bk, Xl i AEE . EEIEY
ESEIAR I P AEAT AN R R o X AE S BRI — MU A PR 2 5P (Buridan’s ass) R . 7E
X 855 R . ZTOAME 22 5 (R IS, PR A7 L TE R SR B o AR A o ZEFERR 1 38 AU 1) T 22 5
THEE A, KRR R T “HNL” RS, RBRHIRRE 11 B A2 0% 3 (5 Schurger F55LATig
(O SR PR ) SR AT IR AR 1, AT ik R BN

ZRIGHSHIE R T, ARTESALEHIPRE T, SRBIE RIS yLSIk 8 330E, (Hix5e4
JE R SR 2= e A BR ML 2 1 o R, BLIER B R E SRR T b e 2 N RS BRI B
PEARPRIE . BRI BRI N ERURI B B e peeid, R R il T R IRIRE S . @i
. BB AN AR . KRR TR, SRR S T ST A B O g R, 5
ITHE) B A B A B E M ARAT R, NI R AR

23 ERARG., BRRSECEMEENHBEEY

R RSB0 AEMHE S, TERE AR ERRE T — ik it (Reductionism) F1 — 76 16 (Dualism) 1R A
rise: WRAEESN T RINGERD, MRS 2 O RMMEALE]” AR “ B4R i 7e . XMRE
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W KBS RS AR SR, 7 AR — NS T RIS o ok 5 ORI 32 1 [R] IS AR 7E

MR, Bl SRR JFEFE 3= X (Non-reductive Physicalism) 15 24 & 4t i (Complex Systems
Theory) 12238 5K, B HHE S NN KIN - S8 - A58 R GAE 2202 [ 1978 IS 14 (emergent property) .
ANV « H47R & (Alicia Juarrero) & N FIBFFLR ], 7002 1HI 1R 22 Gt Ja8 11 A B 1 B TR g oW 2 18T 11 4 3
A= . FARMICIL. TR B& M EW LKA BRI ZR, 3 DUS 2% 1) 48 S ik 12 42 A
ORI M 2 A A A T A AE T K2 e BRIR M &g sh I JESME T ER L 8 R 2 )=,
BATIE R AR AR F Gt 4 o7 8 A4 A At 28 il 8 70 [8]

YIBE) R AR R ALY, X IER “FET A RGEE T TS . RE-MTRET E
P N0 5 B 2 (B 6 A BRI S S AT AR I ST 18Y), L AR 52 B A1 14 5t ] (G - A Pl e ) 5 7
P PR 1S R A L 50 R 5 0 DR R B B ERE), 1ZAT R ED AT B I MR TR
RO B ILAL, (HX FEASER TV M 7 2 T S Bt o0 1 W Ak B e i s AR
FH T DL ) R RS 7 (downward causation) sl 45 A4 P 2 3, B SO Al 28 70 R AR 2. K R
e ” 5 “IIRE” MLk, RIRE T A FMARZ R R . KW 0E, EIREIB/ER&MT
T, IERRMYE.

3. bW R pOE IR R T S 3 F] D4 SEIR A R 42 Bl

AR T AR R GVEE R, 7EFE EAATE Gt S i ek B AR A Mg HtE. AT
FEVR ARSI ™ 5, AR R P A S BT AEREDE, R AR R RO BRI [N, e B S E R DR S
£ H R SR H RSB R .

3.1 ExSRREREIPY: BRENSZE=REER

B SER H AR E , BRI 30 e 2 1 4 (Hard Determinists) i g 32 H 0 S50 S 358 A AT ] fedi
RIS A SRR D X 43 1 iz R B g s ], o 73 s RE sk T I E A, (A — AR SRR
AT B WIS 2 . TR R B AR, B AR R OB R B R RE T, ek
HSRT LAE 3 30 2 PR E VR B ) (0 e AT RS (I SR R s A . R BEIAEE .+ & sy ) B SR
B, g E SN, HAERI#SHABEER R —MERIIE, FARMIA TR 58 5% ik
SE o QIR AT B ) RN AR By R 1), A4 IR R ROE RERRRCN B IS ? XA AR T
I (1) R 1 3 R T PR B AT 1 ROk o

XUk, ATDAH CUR R M AN A A EE S R Yo i, T K “E T A At
A7 58 55 SERITF G N ATE T 3 B3 5  AE IR A 2L T, e a2 A BL 522 32 4 (Harry Frankfurt)
(12 2 B AL (G P 2 T — I AR A R 8 2088 » 5T « 2447 /K (John Martin Fischer)f) 22 fiy [11]
.7 (reasons-responsiveness) B¢ 1, [H AN IR 1T Rk = R R ET AR (RP R AR v e e A5 ), 124817
N R SRR A IR T A N AR S BRI R LA . R AR R R G AR B M E B
FRIVE TR . RIS B S ECEE AT BT, AR RIAT N, AR E RS R X L E . 4
MG FAFR L POE T EARMIPR RN, R IR IR RE T AR 22 S5 AR T 1 32 A A B B ey E N B R FR
Bl e EE Sy (EAIACTE R, EH R I B E S ST AR AR ] R L R R RS e DR
[EISESTiN]PSE 27 S=Le

3.2. EXMEIRBIR A : BIRERUBRASEREN

FLR T BRI I %12 (Epiphenomenalism) (5% B #EPE o 55 252 ) DLASE SIZ 6 52 1) 19 27 35 0] e il %€,
U 3T it S A B S SR SR TE R R AR, BRATT AT A R 328 ity 7 P RN L p B i AR R A R AR IR A —
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4 )5 & # Ak (post-hoc rationalization) ? Bl & iR A] REANAN & Fi bl & A w22 v 50 AL 1 — Bl FH IR i, 3
BAKESIEE AR, X KERBIT 2T HERIEM .

T 56, MWL R A R, R R G0 HME DAAR R 2 &) 1 “ 840 A (Evolutionary Cost).
KR NFHFERI R R 2 AT, MSCRFRRS A AR ICAZ AN AT Th R I A T 57 J2 ) 2% 5
S “RERE” o R EPUSOR — MR RIS B E G R, AREENR LA S VT
An itk & 51 HIGH B AE D) A AR AEAE V8 K A AL SE rh B R B S = AW Rk . IR AR AE S B 2R M 2 it
KRG, HRZIER T EAERF YGRS R IR AR AE ) B A R AR A T RE

R, A FPAFNRFIEYE 78 0 487 1 B RAE oA i A2 A 0 82 “ RS 2077 7 (Causal Efficacy)
RAE TR FR & DL Ry R B E B0 SIS A s BB A (R DR S50 o TSR ) . o U 4R
BAE), (BTEH & E R BT, BRI S5 RA a1 . OIS E D - 630 B (Roy
Baumeister) I Z5 &R L4 Y, B R AR T B RO R A I RO O ALRE B, T A TR S AR
K47 N BREARATR W T 2 0 AR . JHT OB (mental simulation, BPZEf i H “iHT”
DU G fE LS P A B A AR AR A . BT SRR 0B T RS, A JCTE D0 LR D 1) 3 5 1 AS RE b 3y
[9]. #52, BARMHES A RIAEE R N E R R B s A R G v e HAn. B IR R AL 2 Wi
“sEifsii M7 (implementation intentions).

w5, LAPEE ChmEE” 5 BT ETSHER PR S Lo FURIEEE « KR (Alfred
Mele) 5 AH A0 45 ) UURE SIS0 K 8 R BRAE T HAUAN 42 1 i = TE AR AT ANz f0 R 1) 30 3 T 25
NEE” o FERXRMRHEHE T, BUUBHATAU T RS LEIRN “ B3l 5" 1646 2 W SR st
BE IR B o ST, I AN TR AR08 A B R N AR PR (B AR R | S PRg) 1) “ i i i [ 7 TR e R
BRI R B . EIR s rh, BB R B E e TAT NI &0, BRI EEN
PRETE B A R IX LSBT e AR 48 AT FAR I OW A

LR, BREIRER R, LR SMER R e, FR M N BORE T Mol ki 2 e
MTERME, B2 700 S50 R AEAZ Y . IR AR R, MRS RN SRS BEiFA
HEHEN TR, (Hog T FEATRRAT M. Hik, EFHAFRNLY, HHEREIFAERE IR
Hb o BOEE AR B — N koh, R B R 2 U 1 B [ R 37 v 5 P P B S R R T LS I R SRAE
H, B HEE PRI R AR .

33 EREHE: FIIUFIHRREBRRT HAlbm?

KT FRVERINAHT S R, A SO UURS S0 0 S 2 B0 (R R0 ) DR S 2 — T A o
ZRVERER, (AR RS MR OB ENUE . %S a2 R A S A
HRATF, REh R TAE “ L2 R, KA R R A 25 Sk B kT W (R O S ShEh 1k
DAL, R DURE SR 5201 AR YR TCEE R SR O AR 22 S S AL T . G AT HE R T
TEREENEAE T, R Z M & 7T LU F RO, ST, e R BIER, AT
TP B 9 R KSR 35 R A R () S AR USRI B 2L 1
4, 455

EREFIR, ARZSH] o B DURS IO 28 B S I02 PR TENSRAT AP 2 LA ) 32 22 AR RE . & LUK Hf ) SIAIE 5K
HatE7s 7 ERORA IS S a5 B ORI B0 Se AR, 3T 7 AR e /W & mh RXHAT Jad ] 1 4%t
WAL, AR SR AL R IR S AT N Z AR SR S AR I (] B 12 R B BRI, R ZSEIR K JR R 4h
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