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Abstract

The present study used Continuous Flash Suppression paradigm and 2 (animal face species: cat,
tiger) x 3 (animal face attractiveness level: attractive, neutral, unattractive) within subject design
to investigate effect of invisible animal facial attractiveness cues on inhibition of return of atten-
tion. Results show that participants showed no different preference to animal faces with different
levels of attractiveness in the unconscious conditions. This suggests that animal facial attractive-
ness does not attract people's attention in an invisible condition, which to a certain extent sup-
ports that the mate quality accounts for people’'s preference for attractive faces.
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1. 5|8

N2 — MR AL A 2, A AR BRI E 20 . BRI AR, 4L
BEEFEMER, EANGRLEFRERERMIEH. 20 thed 70 FRLK, AL T 71 Ak s] 6 1
OB 22 5K SO N 2R 5 GO O B 2 X 3L [R] SG3E (S TR 4, A 55, [VRi5 , 2007) . LI 5] J1( facial
attractiveness) & it N XS H b AT AL P A2 (0 — PR AR AR DR 155 26 1R 00 A B Ath N\ 200 2 IR AR BE (1
BT, 2007) &AM G 27T AL BAG XS RRE 250 11 DA S 0] A5 P ) B AR AR (450, FRZT, 2010)

HHT, V28 TR AA M 36 W 51 0 T LR M  RA PIRh e . — Bl A e B, O ot 5 e (R
RIERFEIR)H DU RZ IS, AT UEH IR G| 15 N K S @R BAAE B H VIR 57— Fh
SENATEUE], AR 51 N BRI THI LR O 2 7T 66 A A Bl DR o A JE T 7= AR R =4, 58 TG R (450,
URZL, 2010). KT HFLR G A R AFEE MR “THALITA FRE” A “MEERik” GEE
L 2013)0 ATE EEZMNHALUTAE B SR SANT, MEHEZMAREE B SRS T . T,
T 75 75 AR (2012) R IR EEAR R I, 2 5 B AL 3R A T 0 55 1t i FLW 5| 77~ 3R LR/
B E R T Aot T AL, R 55 AT L 1) S350 R AT ()R B IR AR SR )R] B 2 K T Lot E
(2017) A PETHIFL B A Ko W 22 35 BT 3 TR0 175 46 DR A =N O THIVIE 98 A b = AN BRI Lo M 5| 0 PP 3 Rl 1 52
Wi, AN 77 T R IR T AR AR ) Ze v s B 51 75, BBy R ot B4R AR LU I L o J S ) P P R AR A
=, UAh, BRI T e R 1 4 AT DLUSCR BRI R, BRI N A HI AR BEAN I, T3
NI ST 4, T AEG nole BRI e 1) g 8RO 38 A X o 28 2R o

AR IR FE 77 R, AP R AW 22 LI BT AL, I BN IE S BN A B4 0 AN 5
(A HE ) B 5 )+ 2 BE 77 BE R B RO BL R SEAR 55 B C 48 AT f5 AR (Dion, Berscheid, & Walster, 1972;
Zhang, Kong, Zhong, & Kou, 2014), £Z A N BE 25 5 AR BB R A 3/18 TAE DL B s i & 50k
A(Langlois et al., 2000). @I XELS 5. BWES T TEREE TR, 55 A LR B Lotk i AR 3T
S, LV REN LLECE BRI R . RIEANMESE T I (R G, ZRS K, EHE, 2015). Maner
S N(2003)45 H 55PN 2ot 2 2T AN [ 10 1 FEXTIRAE AN R T AL 51 D B BCAR AT i 8. LA, TRAEf, b
JE AR (2016) 845 K E A AT T R DU LA S HERHE . B A KRR MERRE . DL B BRERRIE S5
SFEM S REMER B HEVIRR sk, B ASFI] 5 (2015) &5 AL G| J3in A 51 7
HMIEIAIE Ry, AR H R I T 5L 6 T R X IE s 232 28 1 1l SR E. MALED
PRI AT o 2T B 2 R HE2, Gangestad A1 Scheyd (2005) & 3 2214 2 B w4 55 AL 1) 55 P T AL o
Langlois, Ritter, Casey Al Sawin (1995)%F 145 X BESRAE AN H AR B LEATAT AMEL,  KIUARN T8 = )
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GBI, BESRSX ARG AR 51 B2 LA 5 22 (1 G0 FH it

MANEIBIEFETT 18R, NS AATIXS AW 51 0 AL R v 5 O 2 T K n A S8 A R il
Yy, R FPARRE R N T % . Mo, Xia, Qin Al Lei (2016)f# I XUIR 35 4y 0 72 1 LW 51 A7 0 m
Tt RIMANFEN T EMAT Nl & 5AEEKRK . BRK, AR BRI TR . B 2L
TR OZ)IT v BRI B L,  HX Sl 72 O ANPGRS 1), 455 T 2L Xt Rl 2
AR — X 51 T FLCA W 5] L/ IE e 51 3 T L) ZE 3 X A W 5| 7 1 L SE A 1a] 33 A0 (Langlois et all.,
1987), XAE—EFEE E3CRE 7L S 0 TR RIE Al e4h, Quinn, Kelly, Kang, Pascalis 1 Slater
(2008)K AR N VP A AP I FL L v scieddkl, WE9T 3~4 AN H RIE L i FL 51 7 ) i
U, G5 SRRINEE)LARS T TE MR 5| 708 A B T L SE A ir A W 51 AR AL, PSS, PR E IS AT T —
TUAFNCAZAT S5, 25 SR INEE ) U 4 P 51 70 T L T (1) N 280 g DA o AL v 3, T AS A o)
Be AR I PR FAR D& S ABATTAA FE7E — R B B SRR 1 LR 51 700 AR 4 AR A R0 E 1

Hung, Nieh 1 Hsieh (2016)R FH 182 A KRN #1138 X (CFS) % A mT WL () TH AL 51 J e = i, E
PRAAIR R —ANF WG LA TR 5 AL, RHIR E 23X R EMEE K, b5 — Gabor
patch FEANLTE G 5] J7 T FLECTEW 51 J R0 THFLAL B B 230 100 ms, ZR#E K F KT Gabor patch B 5 .
AT A WG] LA E 2 I Gabor patch JI W IEFZEUIC, KAE 7R BHPHIN . N H LK
51 JIRMELE B TR A RESZ MR R, X WAE— @ R ESCRF 7 NTUW A 5 AL N R A RE. (A
SN TFLR G| JJAE B TR N S i — EED, BRSNS, Barblvt, A
AT NS ALR S A I LAWGEF, 320K B AR A T FLI 51 778870 s 23X — [ e AN B A
FEMGHER b, AT ST LUK S AR o i RER 70 T 2 L S 420 T AL 5| 1 ey 2 FR) ik [ ] FRy e - 21
FSEG R, KA CFS JEa(Gayet, Stigchel, & Paffen, 2014; Tsuchiya & Koch, 2005)LAE . A &K 5] 1145
G B A G I NS RL, 8 2 LRSS . Z8) x 3 @Sl s SR E
oA RG] ) BB IR A SEE BETH R AN R S ALK 51 0 S o SR BT 2 . AR Jiang 4
N(2006)AH4Lk, BIR A SEARBEHEATHIE T, RO IR L R BUP 5k X FR e B, ZE AR SR B RHRR 1 30
—ik BARE A A — ik H AR A AT E B E I % . iR 455 Hung, Nieh I Hsieh (2016) /145 8 —2L,
LR MR G, AR T S FL RIS A A T L B RAS R R s AT R, SRR T T
WA S| 77T AL AR WE B TR =R W45 5 Hung, Nieh Al Hsieh B 7T 25 A —
e, RIRA HIUR EHIHIELGR, A8 AR S 7 S LR 5 AT WAPIRES T AR AR T AL —
FERZM AT R, W SCRE AT M A W 51 7 T LA T kA 18 R AR A

2. fARGE
2.1. SCIEHHRLIEIL

2.1.1. #5iX
I IMYE R 25 30 44 (Ll 15 44), Myge = 20, SDyg = 1.80 FTA MR I8 IEMAIIER . BT A
B BB S ISEE, 5236 5 T 3R — E AR

2.1.2. SEIGRIFFNLEE

294 3KEW T FLIE B Aok T 5 K EE, 403 Photoshop B AHAEEUS N WL 51 F125 4% 1 8 S26 (1) S2 16 44
Ko BT A AR A SRS T I 35 24 5Kk, BIEATDR B3k 144 5k STSLIE A BE
B 8L E, &k 141 BFE~227 B&: RIEILE R %N 171G, &l 143 B 5R~209 BE. Lk
F R E-prime2.0 985, SZIGHIMH 40.8 x 25.6 cm ) LCD S R#3 28, 2N 1140 x 900, FlH %
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5 60 Hz.

2.1.3. EIRFER

IR RESCI A PIARERE, — N RSEIHAN B 51 D S B EAN TR I B IS, SR ST
W BRI 51 155 R Ja VR R B 5 4. 2 5 F I ABBA HOIRUE X AN LI 2 e AT T . B
SIS AR, KRR EIAEKONE R L, £ 5500 HE S8R, %R AR T LEEEA
SR, AR SLIGAE R A REAL S IS T AL R, KRS 1Ay B BB S B Yk . SEIAT 55 2 R
XS FLII R 5| DT 1~7 BPP (-2 WS 715 4-F0 SRS 70, BRG] A BEA R B AMIE; 7-96%
A7)

2.1.4. THiELER

K R R 75 2 0 M PR R S A T FL VT 20 AT 3R 50, AT AL & R KRS i =F 2 %=
R, F(2,69)=593.388, p<0.001, 7 =0945. £ Bonferroni fZIEJ5, #5551 715 W 5] 1%
S, p<0.001; FERI HERERT HEREE, p<0.001; TERI HEKERT HEREE,
p<0.001. FREFLEIE. . KRG =FZMERLFE, F(2,69)=342.744, p<0.001, 7, =0.909 .
£ Bonferroni R IEJ5, %W 51 1 5HER5I IEREE, p<0.001; @&5%5R5] 1 S5IKER 5] 1% 57 5
#, p<0.001; HERG ERERGIEREE, p<0.001. W¥HIE 1, MAROARRLE 5%
R R 022 2.

Table 1. Mean and standard deviation of face attractiveness score for screened cats and tigers (M + SD)

= 1. HIRBEFERE LIRS | DES I ESFREE M £ SD)

HFLFPE &G TR 51 &5
b 5.05+0.38 3.57+0.11 227+0.28
I 4.57+0.25 3.75+0.89 2.91+027

Table 2. The sample of animal face pictures

%= 2. EIEFLE A
[UERLES RGP HAEI G ) S5 )

Wi b O

2.2. iR

93 HAER R AES NI (L PE 86 44), “FHFRE N 21 B (18~27 %, SD =2.1 %) #ilI N4 FF,
MBS EM IS . TR RN, HIEKEW L. AR B ESNR, SR ER S —En
I -

2.3. SCIEEt
2 (LRSS H vs FR) x 3 G AL 51 71552 . P AR N sEIR . R R AR
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AR 22k I3 1, LR bR ¢ B sh Wi FLIE Fr G2 B 55 Gabor patch fir B — S a8 2 Wi 24 2% &1 1)
P9 T8 25 9 2 AN — SO Bl A T 2 2 I R IR A R ) 2 M8 . R B AR R 0 (B ORI R SR B 3l
P AL B (AN RO 51 77 25 GO i R R [ R S Mok, Sz s o FRATIHIE TT A il R A TE R
00T AN B T LA 51 7055 Gt il 8 0 R B AFAEA RO RO o S8R FH e 82 PR R v A2 i 30
T LI A Ak BT 2 A

24. SKIRMRIANLERRE

SRR AR AR 4 18R, KR 4BE: MR 0.6°x0.6%), B/NIET TR 84k
HE: 58N 376 185, KN 376 15K, MMM 11.8° x 11.8%), WA Iy 51 B 22 IR Il X 35 A 140 1%
£, KRN280185: AN 15 x 1.8°), WA ALE Y (G2 vs FTRORIBIX IR 58 90 55, K
N T0 G E~113 45K, BB N 0.9° x 0.7°~0.9° x 1.1°), ALK F F0 SyE S 2 18 BE B N 81.92
B&, MMmR 2.7, kRt 20 8im A fm it 2° 2K (B8R 56 B3k, K 76 185 MAN 1.9° x2.4°),
R JFE%ETS 5:(°128 128 128, RGB).

IEERIG 5, I3 P SE IR I H R 144 SRR R 22 1 B T AR R0 5 325 B UGEAT 1 VR
R BB R e g R, AT T LB AR SR 5] R T SR G| ). — kAT LI
NGRS DAk S AT G N ot AT RN S A WNG Sl b i =T D N ot
5 B T FL A S 51 R B 1 A 5] g Ak B AL IR A MRS 51 R ] T s A 5] LA
FA =k R AL A S 51 TR B B TARSE R 51 1K g5 R BRI R =R 5] S 2
(8] 22 A i 2 T SLIK s b RIS SR a2 5 B 2%, F(2,69) = 327.509, p <0.001, 77 =0.905
% bonferroni B 1E )&, 25 5] 715 &N 5| hZER R, p<0.001; m5W 5 h 5REW S| hER B,
p<0.001; 5| FS5EERS] HEFEE, p<0.001. REFLAE. B KK5] HEH2 B ER R
%, F(2,69)=342.744, p<0.001, 5’ =0.823 . £ bonferroni £ 1FEJ5, 5551 715 h &M 5] 2 5 0%,
p<0.001; FEW 5] H 5REWNG] 2R EE, p<0.001; FERT T S5RERE] HEREE, p<0.001,
BRI 3 fir.

Table 3. Mean and standard deviation of face attractiveness score for screened cats and tigers (M + SD)

= 3. TEEEVEFEE LIRS | FF S B ESHREEWM £ SD)

[UERLES AR HEEI ] ) (RGP
b 478 £0.42 3234045 1.97+0.24
74 4.26+0.33 3.52+0.20 2.75+0.32

IXFRBERG . SEIFE P R E-prime2.0 45, 1ESZIGHIE 33 x 24.4 cm 1) CRT Eongs 28, 49
N 1024 x 768, RIEZEN 85 Hz; FESLIG MM H 34.5 x 19.4 cm ) LCD B/R 8 2H, HIZE N 1024 x
768, k¥ Z N 60 Hz, FI) T~ TH Sz A4 45 0 e g 9 0] P 4% 2 531) s i3 2 a3k A Zc IR A A R o

2.5. SEIRTE

S H5E AR 7, SRS N IEAREE, IREEER A SRR 57 em. H G, N
BURE o0 B 44 B BEAT 1 T S A R IR B A PO B AR S S AE Th R L B RS . SEIRTTAR, B SR e XUIR
R 100 ms FLL G RS . B, ERFIR BRI 10 Hz s Gy B (GG E R 2 B ), [
I 7E AR F5 MR b 20 A0 s 0 2 0 A D L 52 B P8 5 b R s dp it 5y — O HOR L T O,
FrEI B 800 mso 2 Ja AEXUAR b 210 r e A0 A i 22 (0 m A P BEATL S 30 100 ms 8 22 B A (I 2 2% K. B
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Je, BARKUGHAT AT S, 55— M52 ZE SR AR SR S b 3o 28 2% P il i) AT 0, B 1 AR
AR, B 2 MRRGHFETAIA 55 AT 552 BRI SR SO b i 21 6 v ey R 7 4 7
B R AAE, BT 1 AR S AP R, #8072 AERL A ARNE R AE. EXSkmiE
Nk 1 R . IESRIRAT 2 FPRRAS, RERRRCAS I S g BLAL AT 288 MR, 439 2 /1 block, KA ABBA
(7 P ST, b s B B T AL B IAE AR S IR AL s rh ey M s 2 A AL E % 144 IR SESR
BEAT 2P0, RE—IK.

IERSEIRHT, 7 B0 I I 2Qsea B 4 FH 9 22 iR T SIS B . AT S5 I SE BRI AR S
IE LI MARAR L. AR Z AT, ERBIR LRI 10 Hz FIshES R G B K R AR R - 28
15%- 10%- 5% 50T LG BE 1 BB 1 B e BE RN T B AL IS v, B2 JE AR IR 6 Bl il AT 55 2 )
W7 6 4 ] P R ELAE 20y A s ) 2 M A2 A5 I DA B B e B L RS T AR R . BRI R 1ok, #
B2 15% 06T b FE 1 2 € Se BRI T B0 sl Tl LI R R s, n SRt i W e 2 T 1 7 8 199 I
BB T 14 YRR SIB6 RIS E 70%) 1 BB 12 I 50 4 18]V AR B2 R 5 4 B AN LA FE R IR BOR T
14 %, IR 2T R E N TE S50 A 15% 57 %5 bl B 11 2 1 8 56 BE AN TR 4 L T A ) s e
gy, AR R DL SRR, Mt NN — NI SEEe A REXS LK, BRI SZ 10% 50T bL BE i) 2
F SRR T B S T AL R i S B st e we iX Bei 5 3 1 o S A B BN T 14 IR(BI 563
WUAET) 70%) I ELAE R W7 50 8 P 1 i AR B 9 58 A B A WA BE B BOR T 14 Wk, B At 2% B
Hh gk N TE 2RI 10% S5 LU BE (1) 52 13 66 5 BERFT B sh i FL IR (R S B6 80 4%, Al 2 hid 4
R, W2 HEN R — ARG SRR P EE K, BB IR EE 52 5% S0t LU EE 1Y) B 1 6 58 B AT B s P T L
Py F ST SR A 0 0 e 8 VR 7 B ) IR A RSN T 14 (B SE B I BT 70%) I B )
7 e B P T BT R P N 5 4 AN AR EE R BOR T 14 IR, IR A g s 0k R AT IE RS2 i 5% 54
LU RE I 8 1 6 SE AN T B B T AL I B S 3R B ,  i AN il A2 DA 2%, I8 12 ) S 0
WSk, bR, AT 50 MR B, BIE/ERUR 23 100 ms A B S A, RIETE
AR _E 2L 800 ms HIZhAF NS, 2 J5 78 SR LT CE A0 A5 (0 A2 sl A N BE AL 2 B 100 ms AIBA AL
BRI 2k ], LR A 4 W 2 2 PR ) s 1 o

IESEE fE, AT P SEER A SE IO M R AL T 0 /Ko FLSLIR AR 5 S50 BT 08 AT 55 SL 30 I fE —
H, WS WARTE . FRNSEIO A 2 A, SRR RRAS A SR 50 A 288 MK, 44 2 A block, RH
ABBA 770 P 20, Horp g B s i AL AR AR A IR 20 b ey W S A B % 144

Ko SKYGHEAT — I, KRB,

EMLA i I 1] 7] ol BRIV

(100ms) #(800ms) (100ms) (100ms)

I ]
Figure 1. Formal experimental procedure

1. EAXSZRIE
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3. fFIRGER

XF 93 AP RAE IE R LI 5 B B SIS IR AT 8T, SRR 20 2 FASEEG T IER /N T 45.13%
ANE#Z KT 54.87% MR EE, HAR 73 LHRM F AL BRI AL T 45.13%~54.87%Z 18], XHFR
PR IE R 5256 b 52 83 Wi S F A7 B 5 Gabor patch 37 B — S 128 340 i 28 4% IR 30 17 1 IE B R R E A —
R A 1% ) BT 2 2% PR 1) P IR AR R 0 (B AT S

Xt 5 BB T FL I A AL B 5 Gabor patch 37 B — SR 1% 40 i 2% 2% P 5 1) 1) IE B R 0 25 A — SO sk
ST 2 2% PRI ) () IE AR SR IR ZEAEEAT 2 (OO BR) < 3 (B s IR R R R &7 2 i (L& 4). H
B, WERARFESIRIEA, #ER Greenhouse-Geisser 5r1F. 45 R &KI: ShWH ALK EHMN A B E,
F(1,72)=2.36, p=0.13; MILWS HERERNALEE, FQ,71)=2.13, p=0.12; TAEMZTEER.

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of the correct rate of judging the orientation of line graph when the position of complete ani-
mal face picture is consistent and inconsistent with that of Gabor patch (M + SD)

= 4. MNEEHMEFLEFAES Gabor patch I E—HEHKIAF| MLk FE A @A ERR ST —HEHRKIAFI# L% E
EAEK IERZR ARG (M + SD)

SRS A ) (LR P
A A A A A A
b 0.66+0.18 0.67+0.16 0.68+0.18 0.67+0.18 0.67+0.18 0.69 +0.17
1% 0.68+0.16 0.68+0.16 0.67+0.16 0.65+0.18 0.68+0.16 0.68+0.17

VE: R AR ST ALI BB Gabor patch B —F  “RIE)” 42 S M ITITAL I 6 15 Gabor patch £ R —%L.
IR G a a2 Gl - L &)

0.04
0.03
0.02

_la

=001 +

ke

paal 0

-0.01
-0.02 f
-0.03
004 L

bl I

Figure 2. On the high, medium and low attractiveness level of animal faces,
the difference of the correct rate of judging the orientation of the line map
when the position of the complete animal face picture was inconsistent with
that of Gabor patch was subtracted from the correct rate of judging the
orientation of the line map when the position of the complete animal face
picture was consistent with that of Gabor patch

B 2. AZEALS. B BRRSIWFRETEDYEAERES
Gabor patch i & —BUATH iR 31| W% 5% B8R 15 AY 1E g 32 R & A~ — BR A
WIKFI T R E AR EHENEENER

4. Wit
AW KB SIS, he, (R E] ) F o2 i FLIE A0 B 5 Gabor patch 7 & — it
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Rz 2 T 2 2% P15 1) FR) TR 238 00 25 A — SO A3t 0 W 4 2% T 1) ) IE AR SR I 2 E I 2 e A R

Hagar, Nathan, Liad il Christof (2016)/& ¥ CFS T] #8 70 V1 il ¥ 11 1 25 5 Ak b a8 F 1) B 5 o 1 20
Almeida, Pajtas, Mahon, Nakayama 1 Caramazza (2013)%H T CFS F1 BM (backward masking) i i ##5 iiz
FAKH TE NN TS BN TR, 45 R KHAE BM T, B0 R RS MU R IE AT 75 E 3 1M
7E CFS &, HAHRGEHIT T1EL B8N, ARG EA TR IEE SN . Nathan, Vincent 1 Sid
(2012) KBBR8 GCC (gaze-contingent crowding) b3 ik frty B 5 T FL & A FIALATUA I 35 16 O 40 18T
M2 HEROF CFS AR 3 (PR AR 1L B A 3G 3 B i R . BRI, JRATT AT DAFEIN CFS
XF AT S TR B S T LA BHI RS OR,  m ARl sosh i 1L A B R E R R RS T LI, 513
A AT A AE B RS XS AN AR 51 0 55 9% i) Zh Wl FLR AT S 3 ROVE A i R 4518

ARSI AL A R 5 Hung, Nieh Fl Hsieh (2016) AN A, A< S256% T 1) SR 40 A0 6L A s Wi LI J, 1M Hung,
Nieh F1 Hsieh & 1 SREeA B A TALE o ARSEES B 745 5 Hung, Nieh H1 Hsieh (8 5045 5 2
BRI ), FERA MR BRI IR o FRAT 2SS Rk AT 1 UM R 53—, ANEImF ANAWE 7
AL A 7B MRCAE BT AR F R E G, 2T 308 AT 8 AN T 3h Wi
FLIIEAR LI R, WRie 7 AN T-3E A SR FLIE = R 2 fEBE A I T — AR =4,
TN TRAETH. B, YR EZ A, BPAMIES L B3R 58 S A ML R I
XHIRE RE S (103 L f B3 iz A« Zebrowitz, Wadlinger, Luevano, White, Cai 1 Zhang (2011)KH &
A ANAG I 77 545 B I N A A SE B Gia 7 W BE ARSI G R A B 2 ABh i T FL A o B IR
B AAE 2GR SIEARLR) AL T A ARG . EARB T, BTG AR 5B
PRIFEA RZHBZ AL, Fr DRI A A RSP L 51 B AR RE S m . 5=, B
AR 22 5 K. MRIEAE SR vl B E S AL i T RG] 0SS b SE B S T LI
Sz 5 Gabor patch £57 B — BN AR Wr 42 2% Bl 5 1) 1) TE A 2 i 2 AN — S50 e k) 482 2 1 o 1) £ T
KR EEZ M ERRNR. B, LB BTSRRI, R E— B a7 P
ANF SR E b AU T HEAT I BRI LS R SR B0 1 SRS 2 AT 1 A ], (HE AR HEBR T AT RE x5
M) S5 45 SR AR AT e

5 Quinn, Kelly, Kang, Pascalis fll Slater (2008)8Lt, PIANFH S 5FH KFEREARE, Lotk
TELE RS WA . RS HFH R PIERA 21 ZHREA, S LI S250 AT B IR
Quinn, Kelly, Kang, Pascalis fl Slater St4 2 535 52 3~4 N RIZIL, LS b T3 F
R HAFTERIL T 3~4 N H RIEE) UAHX T 3 B A2 1K G 5| 338 F0 B2 T L SE A 4 A W 5| 77 R A A e
HALEF, SRTTIRATSELS IR K IZINR . A THEMAELE LA A RE: 55—, AHIEF0 R I T FLA AR ) 24
M RRLK T HAR S T AL, BRI BRI RN . HE ] 2 PR, BARS 5380 B AR A ER 5]
JIEE RN T ST I 2 25 e S e, B 8 T L A AN [RI R 5] ) 3 2 i) e 22 e K T R
LA G IERTEEER. B, FRERK. ZH5EMANELT . BRS04 B
AEH TR R LI AR B =, KWERAE— B SR T AW WG] 7 L2 2 Tl
WA NTTmEFA WS S NS ALy 1 AR SRS S A 0 A3 A SE AL 75 IR s A DA, R AN R I E AN R i)
NRIGEEBCARFR T ) JEAREER], B AEZ b 2 5 2 H IR B LR
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