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Abstract

Procrastination behavior is universal across groups and cultures. As far as the individual is con-
cerned, procrastination can lead to negative effects such as stress, decreased performance, de-
creased happiness, economic worries, pain, and mental and physical illnesses. Time perception, as
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a personality characteristic, can predict procrastination behavior. Based on the perspective of
time perception, this article combs and reviews the related research on procrastination and time
perception and its theoretical models, neural mechanisms, and measurement methods, and pro-
poses intervention measures for procrastination behavior, and prospects for future research.
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1. 5|15

HiEAT A AT BEREAR AN S SCAL ik 1, (R FRE, 83.49% M0 K 2EAEE R R REE A7 AE i e i vy, o
15.6%/[ K24 HAT H B HE e ) (1503, 5005 K, E WG, 2018). 6 HEMT A2 i Al IR B B AR T
7o, R — T B B S A I IS E I AR5 (Lay, 1986). Steel (2007)IN7y, A 4E i) (11
PR RE TR B EAT A F B S5 R, (AR SHEIR ORI 6T O FN Hi L PR Y
g, HALE T RAE, [FUEEEFAAEEE AN TR . AT O 1 A B R OB A DGR &R, I
HH N RV %2 77 (Time Perspective, TP)/E A e B AASFIE o 2 & BE % T HE 2E 1T 9 (Taylor & Clare, 2016;
Levasseur et al., 2020). I [B]JH %2 fy & — ANt 2, EXAN RS, ARSI s 0 20045 7 Fe B0 TR HE SR,
M T AT« 2 BTV RI R S IR [R)IR % 388 v g s bkt tH AMA Ty 3 — e i ) (BP 3o 25 . BAE Bk
AR FIRFAEME T . Zimbardo T Boyd (1999)4 i} 8] %€ 7 43 =A™ 4 B2 Bl iod 2% I [l 52 0y (o 25 VH A
i ZRR) . BAET (R %2 AR Ay IRAE S SR)AACSKRIN (BRI %2 7 i 25T m g £k 50
MIASBE s I BRI I 2 AR . PR IH B2 R IR A B s IAE A iy 2 0 BIAE T Bh A4 B IR S
PUAE 2 R 7 2 1 AR AR AR IR A6 R (RS BE s AR SRS RN 52 77 S e BRUAR SR 1) H AR AN 28 B R K 5 R
MIZSEE . Carelli %5 A\ (2011)7F FURis IR ZE A (0 JE Atk 1, K AR [V 22 3 (FTP)iE— 25 Kl 43 A R T
FARAING o AR AR — P KR A AT ARAS FE L VRS RO S TH 45 AT AR 4545 2
NAERIAN B brts 2t

ARGEIR e eI T I RS M, X HEREAT O A B B KA SCH SO AT AR B, L VR s B [ 452

S B ZEAT IR EE AL, P ORI A SR 5T s F I & AT X e, B S 4R T e A AT
SR i S 2 B AP 9 HR TR 1) R D Bt A SR T AT R
2. HERITABEISEB REXHR: ETHEREANA

L TS [ 44 FE i R 4 A R BB LI T V2 He 2 AR AL = B2 Y4 Steel & Koenig (2006)i8 15 25
GANFEERE, DA [RIRISIATL 6 AN DR 2R R ) 2 ) () B HLEE 18 A5 8 (Temporal Motivation Theory, TMT);
Strunk 5 A (2013) MBI HILZE F5£ FHIN 8] 4 FE % G s T) 5] PO XL 4R R (2 x 2 modlel of time-related aca-
demic behavior), #—5EE TAEGHEIEA A FAFLERI AL s Procee 55 (2013) 4 5 el 4 2E [ K 25 4 AT 5%
FHOGIRI R . MG SR R R = AR, SR T H e A & B (Conceptual Model): 5k It A1
E 3201 7a) NBIALI W e PEAE F - AT 45 R0 PO BT R 4iE (A% O B 1K) = 77 THT B HE B 28 PR R AT . sk
M, HREES R B AR S B | B AR = A FEREK.
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2.1. EEIEhHIE 42 (Temporal Motivation Theory)

Steel & Koenig (2006)# &M &5 WIEEH S, RAPUHFS M T RS FEARE, i T
[ESIHLER VS . TMT 2R B, ZhATU AT DL G TR 2250 AR 250N R B, TR 2250 S AR 250 DR e 3 T ik 55
SHFATE HARANE, BRIl GEEHEAE AT i A R E R o R S H LS AT [ A TR R Ik T
iy

iy -2

R (Utility) R s AT i R I Im b FO AL e, AT S5 TAMA B S A, 80 R s 2 A A i 4
B S . WT5E (Expectance) %R T AUAT B v RI2 5 e D) se i, il B FRALREIR R E s B (Value) &
RS IIOME, 255 DOBRE R MR B T T € s T R MAHEEAT B, anE FRAaeik.
RS HMERE, T OBoK, AMARBUSTES ;s 1EiR (Delay) MR 56 AT 55 BT s ZE I 1], BIAMA SRS 7 2
AJGAREFAS MR . I TMT BESkRE, M E. VAT AR, DBk, U BMES S TME E B e
ANo MNERJERISR R G, —RAAEFIF G A BRI, SEAMERHEE 2, BERREILEE
ZILRA TR, N TMT BAEERE, XIFAETE. N TMT ACRE RIS 18R 2 T 80 U A
RO M S B AR HEZEAT N, X LB E. V AT FRSSIER, WieHESS i RSB FERE . st sh
HURIE TR AR B IR0 %5

AR ERFN T 4 55 (2017) AR [ 47 40 24 A F FUE )R 28 D) 0 41847 R s . 25 3R B, FTP BT
MZER A0, AEBHrH028 0 E AT A, ACBH IR/ R &2 32.89%. [Kith, FTP XHHEiE1T
R RS AR W] BE A I B I T F SR B M I . HBIE ST (R HT 40 2 IEARDC, HEAEAT 9T E M, R
SKINE 222 i i) AN AT 4R FE e, AT R IO S = R B R B . FARAH SCH FE R B, R FTP
F2 I TR 7 417110 S5 2 P00 [R] -7, 5 I PR 41 52 ARAH 5 AR SR I TR 45 iBRALK FR) AN A4 B 18] 477 41138% 5 < (Guo, Chen,
& Feng, 2017; 1RVIE, 05K, THAME, 2018).

TMT B2 T MRy TR 4R R R R REAT Dy, BN ZA AR I (87 1 2 ZE (1) K 2%, (HAED
EYCEFHEE LT A EA R H—, WMEEEAGR. X EMEFARFZAHRAT NIER R, K
FEMN S5, B, KSR —4Edi), R LB ANAES S, R T AN
ELESIHL. R, Strunk 25 A (2013) 8 Hi i [A] XU 4EAR 74 (2 x 2 model of time-related academic behavior).
AL EFEWN T IEHEE . KN 25, ShfI4EEaREm 7 iR, [k, XA e - &k,
HE - [, RS Y - i, KNS5 - R AR,

2.2. BFE]EX A AR (2 x 2 modeloftime-relatedacademicbehavior)

Strunk “5 A\ (2013) 5 4 RIS T8 B[ SRR o, HESE - i 4 AR T 4R 85 A 55 AR B AR 45 R (1
ITRCRIUT B HE5E); HE4E - PRy 138 e A JCER MRS 1 S BUNAE 55 IR (e i AE); iS5
- BILAR KN TS, N TRENY KNS5 - B R S TR, v TR, X IURT N
FALR 53 ST INFF S HIEAT R AE LBt il BRI, X — RS W] DU B RE T T 7E SR (1 SR B . anrE 3
B AU A A AT O, ALEETE RE I AR SCBUAT O, M0 HL A RSB AR B WL A, AT S I X
FHESEAT N B AT T B g L B ah i e w7 AT T, 1 RS R W e A AT T

PR —E R LRI R R EAT N S I TR S R &R . WIEIERIZHHIORE, EahitiE 25
TIPSR WO T IS, AU O, AR —E B
&, HEZBELEHR, MmesiitE e —MAEEEEEE, LU NPCBRIIMES . Bos i L e 4%
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I A i 1) B FRALRE AP R I AME BN T, T o R R 20 A 32 T 2 I b A1 1) B R Ak e A s o
FIAMESIHL, X —4EBE AR TiEsk. AR, FTP f%lk B3R ae K [ 2
R, 2l A BRI EE W U T2 L . [RIAZE SRR, 78 FTP flzal i iE 2 [ 24k 5
PR EA AR ER (5, 2014).

BARIZBA, TMT BB R EAT T e, (AR HE e = 2R (S R Bk AT T R5 o 84, ]
i — AT R TR KB S5 DR K 2 5 R R EAE, RN A T e .. g —ME
FIAT N, HPR AR R RS B B AL, A2 B /MR R s m, thAMB S AN ARk, Sk
RIER R, F Procee 25 A (2013) 48 Hi i 4iE (Y HE 155 2 (Conceptual Model), S 52046 1B 4T A 7= AR 1
JRRBEAT 7RG, G H D NIES AR 2= AMPEAE DGR 3 AN AR R 38 =48

2.3. HEIERHE24EEAY (Conceptual Model)
Procee 45 A (2013) 4 H i ZE FOME AR AL, AT 28 AHOC RT3 L AR DGR 30 HAth R 38 15 40 48 1) 96 2 LI

P ESILN HRBYE |
....................... = X HBBUE
2=} +
............... . .
: fidE - -
T U]
+
iy IS viwsumes S S S |
| A B ey it
bRt |
______ 1
sl APEHIE o ] simEzl .

—> R HEIE B ) — PR R AR () BRI AR () 5o, XS S AR A T
TRLKJR: Procee, Kamphorst, van Wissen, & Meyer, 2013,

Figure 1. Overview of causes and relations of procrastination

1. $EIERY R E RNk RAEA

WRAEHBIEAT A=A RS R, CABEFE T TR %% ) A BE X AT AT IE,  IF DOZA AL A i R 3
E BT A, e ARG . Badshl. %, s IAREER R RE, fwitif ]
RE R ETEA I PR 29 2 il B A NN A5 BRI = R AT 25 B, AT 51 % £ T 175 2% (Sirois & Pychyl, 2013).
i %iE 55 15 75 K 7745 2<(Sirois, Sanne, & Molnar, 2018), fEIEZ I NS INRIHEZE T . FIEERH, &
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Jo S 2 — i ] _E ) BRI R TR, B s T AR AR B IR AR . o TR, S
FIFURFNGNE G4 1E — @ REE LR T HEIERE S FTP ZIAIIOGIG, JFBmi 1 HE e A A I 2 W B i 4 4% 110
B ERANEN B35 % & (Sirois, 2014). WA REBHI SHERRCRKE, CHRARN, ARE HEZmN
oL, AN 52 g A1 HE R M M A, 1 R A% A g B TR %% 3 A i) jAT 9 2 ] [ A (Kim, Hong, Lee, &
Hyun, 2017; Choy & Cheung, 2018; 7542, 2019). MBI EEHEMAERE, E¥HEENF RS, FELF
b RS ) IR 3R 22— AT A A X 8 2 2 I TR) 4 LG i 22 (Gilirbiiz & Boyraz, 2016). 45 A SR R %2 7 i AN
REWE & BRHL AR AR, SERTMU AR IIHES, IR H st 5 B CBERAT S,

ZAR AL AR O T A AT AR A T R 0 R . IR T 2 R M A AT AN (R 5 ) 3
HERRMTII, TR R AR 2 1) F 06 TR [R1R 8 ) je i He 14T A A R R . (B EE
MR RIAT R, TERTIRNFSE ) SH AT N s, AR RV 2 TR AT AR R UE S B T
—RRERIBE AR, b, SR B IRIAEA R HE

X — AR R TS AE R R S R PN e i A (10 DR 2% 1 — e g o B A A A R 22 e o 7 5,
FLZARTE TSR A AR XS TMT B ) R0H (Utility) BE A AL, #R IE W IRAT 250 T E S 1A
EREN: MMEFSEBFF KA, IR 1S ATR gt/ Bkt A 7= A4 58 2 1 e i 4T
N, XS TMT 8 rp i T4 0 R BB — 8ok . LR, 2 FUETE Tz AR 2 v i FR BN LR 25 S5 1 R)E
[ X [ B e (R SR & B 22 e, R b ) B B HLER QG B HLEN 3K 7y, B FE SN BN
BTV B0 (A AR o T s T B [ SO [l B R PR Bl AL B 22 PR X 9 5 75 ) o) —— i B [l o JE MY
ANPERH DGR 2RI A H 222 IR B AN AL R B 1) 77 THI

2.4, FERERVRFRE

5 T A7 22 55 (201 72) 76 s ) S AL ER VS A5 78 (TMIT) AT (0] B 1) 00 [ A 78 (1 JEE itk I 12 1 46 4 (1 e S A
B X — BRI G HEIEAT Ay 17 AR B A BT o) RAE 5 “ IRAEMHOL 2 AR R ISR 4 2B Y e
—BRE T BN AR E T AE A, B9 TN P S AR B . FLERG T TMT AT (] HY ) XX Jw)
BRI R, JEH N bR A 7 F0 “ a5 A 7 W7 T — A A TR SR AT T TN . A TR,
CIIRERH” BERN, Tl FUER, SR BN . AN LE R B TR T Hh 4 SR AOH
KT A (H AR S AU H I, RS ERAEE, WA fAERX — . Ak, fE
JEEERIR T, SRR SE N — D4R R T R e i R R e 2L, AZARE A AT TSR IR E, I8
Tt SE TR (AT 55 AR T 45 S DR BRI 9 5 2R 48 7 1 S E ILAE AN AR 2 1] 7= AR (R AN KR TR SR (T I
{L3L 5, 2017b; Zhang, Liu, & Feng, 2019; Zhang & Liu, 2019).

ARG I (AR, B TR — PR SRR . ARSI AT AT DA FEAR A 1A AL A 55 250 U AT B 3R
P17 TH RIS AT J M TR 22 T K AR

3. EIENEER NN HEELT 9 H A E M

B R E ) () 22 S SRR PR AE O, S 25 IAE AR SR = AN [ATAE S o AR [R] X 38 ) 28 05 A K
TEME RS, I ER S D) RS AR — A . st b, RO SR — e & 4t ik
177 I )M O AS I6 o 3o 1)K 48 4T (mental timee travel) i 22 B AR AR IR X BeFi 44,

CEW LRI, A 2 7E R T8 B EE N A E R R S 2o E B I BA R ——H B /i7E
R ER BT . DERUR R W2 56 (Wheeler, Stuss, & Tulving, 1997). 4 kM4t MTT i, §
B B 5T < T B2 T (A 5 ) - 117 B J2 60 A NS (i ) A% o X Sk 2 0 (Carel li & Ollsson, 2015).

DhRe RS R BB B (MR B AL 45 R B, IR AT B2 J2 5 AR SR B B4 0%, ATAnt i
JE AR NARMES & H O T IR RE 4R S A7 E 23 (Carelli & Olsson, 2015).
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FEAE 2 TR R SIS A HOR(VBM) T T HP ORI, 3 259 4 5 A M AR (LPRC) B AR 5 A4
SRR, & LB EHER T (OFC)H A& i A AR 2 A D¢ B2 SR 5 IUAETE v 70 3l S8 [Fl((MTG)
HIBZHT - (Precuneus) I AK B A4 AR 52 TEAH G AR5 AT A B2 5T (mPFC) H (1 A S AA R 52 87AH 9K it 4h,
JI5 P9 AU (vPEC) HR B Bl B T 5 B 4 1) MAR 22 R, SR FTP S5 7E 08 B £ 5471 F 3R
AT IR AR AT 9% o PRI, 47 57 AR SRR S5 R 2 TR K O B (X 3kt 15 5% =] (paraPHC) Fl vmPFC A R /2 FTP
o 16 2 E 7 A 5 R A 4 22 A (Guo, Chen, & Feng, 2017; Chen, Guo, & Feng, 2018; Liu & Feng, 2018).

TERTHANGI T E, A FA IS5 T AT AR ELE] B RS I sh &L, H
B TP 20 R NS0T 5T b

4, MEBFFZE
4.1, ¥EIEITHRME 77X

CA AR B AT N N & R BRI A0 . EVE . SCHRVE . UIRIVESSE, o R Z DA &
FIEZ, AR T R R R A DO SR s u wid . A4 147 2 1) B3R T DL e g )
FAVEEHELENE N — PR R I SR P2 . Rp e S 1 B 3R R i 1 V0 R — AU B I 1) 4, RF P e A
BRW LAVCE A, STV N AR TORIT T . e 1 R, & R R R B AHK
B, B2 N THIET MR . o Aitken (1982)f2% k36 1E 53R (API)F1 Solomon &
Rothblum (1984) ff) 27 A= Hi LE VE A% 7] 45 (PASS) 78 27 ML 46 4E R F 70 o B FH ) Vz » Lay (1986) i — i e 4E F 5%
(GPS)TEW FURF i b ik & rf N FH IO 12, R RN BB, A5 HHAEMAES), vTHT
Z R SN HEEAT A AL

Table 1. Commonly used procrastination scales in China and foreign countries
%= 1. BRNERIEEER

e = BRELWK i35 o
R A GO ; 22V B A F 3% (Academic [T Likert5 s5it4y,
HRIE Altken (1982) Procrastination Inventory, API) ki) 19 AN H
Solomon & A HEAE VA 17 %5 (Procrastination VB IERE FE RE I S AN AR R Likert5 sS4y,
Rothblum (1984) Assessment Scale-Students, PASS) I, Sl R A 44 AN TH
Tuckman (1991) KA 2l 4E £:3% (Tuckman — P 1 S 1 ] HE E TR B Likertd fit45,
Procrastination Scale, TPS) A 16 NI H
Milgram, Mey-Tal, K% 2L i 4 #4% (The Academic 4 ) P Likert5 siit4y,
& Levison (1998) Procrastination Scale-Students Form, APS) Sl MR, RS 21 NIH
oo . FEIR TR AETB AT | LEIR R Dt Likert5 551174,
i L odant=4 iE
7 #iH§(2010) Fp A S 4E ) TERAML. JEIRAG 17 ~MH
SOV AT R Likerts £t 4
F14T.(2010) HpE A 2L HE FE ) 45 IR | 5 3] (e A 22 /lﬁ‘I‘}ﬁH '
A EREL TR AR ;
R HEAE — B HE 4E 73 (General Procrastination R Likert5 siit45, 20 MH ,
B Lay (1986) scale, GPS) SLESNE S Hof 9 MR
Mccown, Johnson, U\ HEZE 17 %5 (Adult Inventory of e R IRFESEN,  Likert5 sS4, 15 M H ,
& Petze (1989) Procrastination, AIP) TR H Hibf 6 AN xmitsr
Choi & L BhHE L B % (Active Procrastination 4554 N K J1WiF = Likert7 fit4y,
Moran (2009) Scale, APS) BT A HE S VR S I e RRAT 45 16 M H
4l 16 € & & (Pure Procrastination Scale, Likerts £,
Steel (2010) PPS) / 12 AT H
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Bl P O T-HB 28 R B 3R A0 /e #6619 (2010) ) FR 22 AR 2V E M) 5« FH40(2010) 22 AR Sl B g 1) 5 . ]
P8 N (2012) el (1) — M H 4 e R I LN T b2z Ak 4 . [N A S THBIE A 7T b, 228 H E 4
BRIFG TR, ARERRD. AN ES A EROBIEZ BRI S — A, WL
f) GPS =% fil PASS EE%.

M TERT GRE, KT HEAE 7] A S0 B 2R KA RSN o WA TR B Fin R Kb/
A, EEEW TR RS, AR R R TR

4.2. BHELRIE DR E T %

I B3R 82 7 B B 7 VAT Il A i BESHARISEIG I . PO T Y 2 R v AR B RN 3 AR 1k
HABRIEA IR - 18 F S2 509578 42 (AT 5% 1 M SRR, H RTIA G 32 2112 R F I s2 3636 50
A, AR 2 . Zimbardo A1 Boyd (1999)% il (I A1 22 /1B # (ZTP) %% T il
YEPERIIT RS2 T o I G505 RAF SER 8, 2 HutlE NN BN ZER. ok, 6H—
B 2 N B — o FE I B AN I (A 22y, A0 oR A e (Rl 8 Sy &k (5 5, B 75E,  2007), 3%
53 MH, 3 ANYEEGE BB IEAA . I ARG D RATEh) 12 NMHEEM G 7EE P ARSI ERE
S IHI TR N PR 22 (R B R A L 4+ (2004) G il (1) A SR B [ 58 7 23R, 3% 20 NITH L B 5 /NEBERE o
DA B AN SR — 4 P (I (R 5% ) R R A iE S A R IF IS 0% .

Carelli %5 A\ (2011)7E UM (VR %E SRRl b, K AR SRS (R 42 0 (FTR) i — B Rl 73 A R . A
AR o ARSI IS — P AR IS B VB 25 R i, SR R aREAE. A&
BRI B bR . AHS2 H RS 0 BRSNS 4EFERT T AR, 32 Zimbardo A1 Boyd (1999)%
PRI [R] 3R 5 ) 3

R, Toil R B IEAT 9 Il & 723 72 N [ 52 7 (Rl B v A R oy &, B A 3.
E N BA R ERAM AgRER, (EARM, FUEHEMAEM. ERRPE— P ERENCARER
PARTF RA LH R

5. BRERE

AR GEIR X T AR SR () 5% 77 S HB REAT 58 R IIAH SCHIE FEIEAT T R ERRIRVE . AR AT
PO TR 2% 7 A P55 B L T e B )31 5 ) F Tt A AT A (1 45 it

B, WAMBRZRE, TEEXTA PR S Z SR IAE 55, A HE LB A0 [ A A 2 R B B 2 Y e 1 47
No Bk, WA HANEE S, BT HERE T . SEAMRIER TN, BT R MR R A K
e ST (BT 40, B8 e B 20 22, Bl B (RIS, AT 45 ORI PR . (Rt T DL Kz H AR ki) 43
AN B AR, I EAE H AR UG BT K ISR . HE R AR AT 55 A0 A e T B i A B, i
A FEE AN R (Sirois, 2014; (i WVHE, FLHE €, EWIRE, 2018).

HIRMAMENTRE, . BIREH. W EEHERIRSRZEMALETN. B> e
BRI, g ARG SR MCRUAR I T e ] A7 b 5D 22k HE SE (Zhang et al., 2018), FUBK (1175 8% AT LA
HEIH 5 JIH 5 A& 4E /N (Sirois & Pychyl, 2013). BIANTE TAEH, N7 B ibxdid L M m A, wTLixt
BHIEAT N A THIRREEAT [, 22 R 30 26 1 Bt HA8 2 IR B ] ik B L e 1), WOK 3 L
B A #is T 2 i ZE 4T (Zabelina, Chestyunina, Trushina, & Vedeneyeva, 2018). H:x, 1T H Fdz
ST RS AERE ) — AN ML AR B[R I A2 I (R S g s . R St AME, B R4 B 58 00
FRRIEIAL, TR AT /1(Gao et al., 2021). BRIk, BT LA B A 66 A R
VA IT HEAESE (Kim, Hong, Lee, & Hyun, 2017). BtAh, $&E AN a8 BN, AT DA Bh L3 st () 40 {8
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B, TR B AT N B —E .

TE 3T LEAF (IR 5T T 42 B P 467 1) 22 77 (Balanced Time Perspective, BTP)ix —HE:, BTP 48 1)/&AEHS
A R AE I ()0 L T AT 4 e, DA SR A TR SR IWEE 11, WHLR W], BTP RA mEERME,
DN 1) b A AR A A S AR T AR s, RIS m AP IS R, S R AP AR R ) A AT 5
(Ronnlund & Carelli, 2018; Stolarski, Zajenkowski, Jankowski, & Szymaniak, 2020). X &—FF “Hf a5 H”
PRI, I 18] [ H R AN BT IS 25 BTE AR R, B AN DA AR AR 2 SR M A G AR F
XWERERES TR AR, M 20 F RS (Marc, Tina, Damisela, & Isabell, 2015; Witowska,
Zajenkowski, & Wittmann, 2020),

M, B R THEIEAT A S I TR EE )8 R FLR B, AR TR %2 ) 5 #3847 9 2 2 3 R 5K,
R F AR BABARMHEED A, mIEMT LR RTRER ) SIS T AR R RE G A8, The
R IEAHSE. MBS 3% (Gupta, Hershey, & Gaur, 2012; Kim, Hong, Lee, & Hyun, 2017; /5K, {5iE 5,
2017)0 IXSEH T HEAEAT AN AR SE AT S5 HEIR , DR G5 2R Sk ()3 58 77 B iy HoAR € A OGHE, (H3Z
PLAE R (B3R 52 ) i 2 F (R 82 g sz ANFasE , By DA 25 FHELAE IR [R)R 5% ) S A8 1) OC R A it — 28
k. OB, AT A AR ) B g T N 2 2 LB, 2 B0 IE S i S )1
RS F R R B . T DL RRSR L2 I EURRE R AN 2 30 RV E I 7 30, AEAN A N 3T 2 IR
£, NI e B R 56 (AR Bl P A TR B

Hk, DMEF AR R AT N S RS DR RO R TEeAE, W H TG SRR
17 N5 [R5 ) 2 [a B AR AN S A 2 ML . A B FORR 4 B AR S T i (Rl 440 & i 21k
. HIEH . BIRAARR. BRI R A ER, A PR R S 1 AR I ] 5 ) I AE 2 [E] R
B EE P MERGRAIESS . RTHEYGITH, DA CRZRIT AT N2 LH] AR 5277
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