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Abstract

Distributive fairness refers to the principle of fairness adopted by individuals to allocate re-
sources. This study aims to investigate the characteristics of children’s distributive behavior
based on their own resource conditions and the role of in-group preference in different allocation
situations. 30 children aged 4~6 years with two children from different internal and external
groups completed give game, and performed subjective preference judgment and resource alloca-
tion tasks. The results show that children’s allocation behavior shows the effect of in-group prefe-
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rence. When the resources are not equally divided, the principle of contribution is adopted for al-
location, and when the resources are equally divided, the principle of equal division is adopted for
allocation. Children between 4 and 6 years old are in the transition from egocentric absolute va-
riables (how much do I get?) to the use of other-centric proportional variables (how much can
they give me?). To sum up, it can be seen that when children are allocated, they can adopt different
allocation principles taking into account the group, the resources they have and the contributions
of others.
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1. 3]

KT NPT — BEROHZ, PR 20, RO ST, pREEEEPNL
AR LS A SR I A R ), RIRA R AT R RGBS FIE IR AR T i
VP2 AP BC R, AT 21 20 B B B A AT TR A 2 S0 R b AT U BB . 3K, R T4l
A LE ZPBC AP PR RORIT I C 52 31 [ 3 /2 3B 2 1) it

1.1 3CEkERit

PRIR B A, WRRTECIE S, R FR AR B 22 MR 5 2~ B0 A v DU SR 473 24 1 73 i (Hsu,
Anen, & Quartz, 2008). JLEX T HCIE AR S K — B2 ) LB 8 8 R it 75 1) 3 22 ) %5 (Kohlberg,
1970; Piaget, 1965; J7 & &, T 3C&, 1994),

111 JLEMSEAFHEFREMNNER

W, APAMAAEEFEARRTH, AHAF NN PAMUERE G RAEEM TR, &
kB FRIFEEANA 1% U (Chernyak & Sobel, 2016; Sheskin et al., 2016). Deutsch (1975)32 H T 43 B 1 A F
PERGHINT, A=A FERN, H— 2 P& F N (equality principle), B[ DLFEE g4 Be AEVER I, % U
173850 Ee s R TTER R U (equity principle), B BATTRR N 20 o AP0 SR U], 4 208 56 22 1) 20 L 465 e ik
K&, gz, MREG NI, H=~FREN (need principle), EILATE R B A RN, K555 5
ZHMAHFEE

FEGWL AN, LB XS AL IE SRR B AR VORJEILH 0B AP IR W (4~5 %) B I Ve
AT EIE N (5~6 %) R EILHFEE AP EEN, G, SCHETTER 20 Be A R BOGE 75
R E AR (T7~8 ), X —IdF2 5 N HR JE L FE AR [F) 20 B EG DA S0 % e 1 58 h 2848 (Damon, 1975,
1977). [FIFE, H)LEH R RE R 2 B, AT i IE SCRISEbRk e, MO B S 14
JEIN(3~6 %), I J B ST TTBR S 2% 1 73 B JEU U (6~12 %2, Fi B 5G9 STk EL 431 (1) 20 BL JE I (12 % A=) (Hook,
1978; Hook & Cook, 1979). £ FArik, MRIEESHT M A, JLEX B IE RN BRAR DL 2 Bie IE
MISEBRE « AT WK TR BNGNG, (£ 6 & 201, JLEGIERRECNE A0 AP E N, 1R /D

][l
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TN DTERS 7oK, R AN BRAR A 1) 52 B 40 T 2 P S 0

SR, IR 0 C R I, B LAE 12 A H A2 A i ] L E R b 5 R AE A 3L 5245 2. (Liszkowski, Carpenter, &
Tomasello, 2008); 18 /™ 7= 45 1% ) Lx BE 22V~ i 73 Bic 75 UK 21 & (Geraci & Surian, 2011); 18 1| 24
N HEA BB LR R 43 2 (Brownell, lesue, Nichols, & Svetlova, 2013; Brownell, Svetlova, & Nichols,
2009; Vaish, Carpenter, & Tomasello, 2009); JLETE 3~4 & B LLflfE B O AR ARG TS5 AR
(Singer-Freeman & Goswami, 2001); JLEELE 3.5 % I A AP AR ELAE AR A ELRLJE I, IFAH B2 4 22 J5h 43 Fic
#5%% =J5 (Hamlin, Wynn, Bloom, & Mahajan, 2011; Olson & Spelke, 2008); 4Bl OEEHGH) 4~5 %)L&
VERGHRIRWCE RS, RS R LT (X FLbL G A R, BB A & S I AP JLEEAE 5.5 I
CLAE BB RIS A 138 4 1A F 1E 4T N (House, Henrich, Sarnecka, & Silk, 2013); JLEE KL 5
But, CIkBE SRS ECA A ARSI R, BIEAT 28~ 1t ) it i AR 1 025 18 T 4 B Ll A5 A B
(McCrink, Bloom, & Santos, 2010). ft LA JLZ AT BE7ERC - HARY BUsh © 24 B 3 s 2 20 I 2 T 1 0 i s

1.12. IBERRAFRESENER

1M )L E B 4G 1 mT 43 Bl i B s 8 & o 2 21 L 1 A P43 BC 47 . Schmidt, Svetlova, Johe #i1
Tomasello (2016)#& 1, #1)LIBIEEOSRE AL “ RIEEEAME” . 3 B A 0)LE, a6
] F-AE RS 2 [A) 22573 it % VB (Kenward & Dahl, 2011; Olson & Spelke, 2008). X fht %t I ¥ 254K 1) U
U, BEVTRER T LE X BEIREEATSE 2, YONIXAEA & AP (Geraci & Surian, 20115 XI5, ek, 5K
&, 5KE, X, 2015), AT EER T 55 247 I K & (Paulus, 2014; Paulus & Moore, 2012; Sommerville,
Schmidt, Yun, & Burns, 2013). Kenward il Dahl (2011)48H!, R 7E B0 22 8] # H B0 95 Y540 ic AR vl 24
(FEOIEIL T, 45 ZHJLEA SHEHS T H CRE BAREMAE . W 5HE I EcE v eSS
Z A3 5y (15%0), 4.5 5 1)) L2 S IR B PS8 7 O BE R, 1 AN R4 52 8 2 1T 18R B AT N B L E A8 i T o
Olson il Spelke (2008)#F 7N A, KLAFERTE 3.8 FHILE, REERELR D THICE ABEL T, 4
SRR WK BRI R ERE A, R CRIBUR; TS T s N4
JLEE ) 7 s AR R PR B ICE 2 [P A FL SRR, Rt IE iR ok RN, AR T 555 BEIR K R LT -

1.1.3. JLEHNAHERE

P BEAA A 225 20 B AT i B2 IR (Jordan, McAuliffe, & Warneken, 2014), P REA4 i 2 208 52 1Mk
TERSE . AT NETT R B S BRSO B S S aF 8. AR, LA 5
BeAT AR 23 52 2% B SRR R AP RO R2 I (Moore, 20095 136 3055, 2014). 4R1, HABFTRIAN, 2
B LB A RO AR B A L, BMEER R Z I, E2EAmBEE VAN BARTEL T, JLEHREK
B RIHATAT IEHEAT NIIEYE (Chernyak et al., 2019).

DA 78 58 22 503 ) LB BEAT A PP 23 RO B 5 — D7 TR s R 3, AR 70 5K ) L 28 [ B =% F8 3 B A
B 52 LA AR (R B8, PRI 28 T ) L B AEEAT A T 4 43I B B ] TSR FH R — 3 e 2 PP SR

K25 55N (2014) Fig tH A 90 ) LZE VR A L 0 PRI, R B R A T H— 2 A PRI, BYJLE
XF o7 G AV I E R B BRI, R LA e br ket & ) L 28 43 C 1E PR R AR DA SO 43 FiE 2P S )
MBEARAR RS LR APEAT N, RILZEARYE B & 2 Bk W i B (0 2 BCAT 9, AT DR skt &)L
B0 AP S ECHE U B4 A

HIEF] 4~5 B2 )LERA OIS SRR (T, 5 EHE, WL, 2000), 2 EAT i Hpl
FERE b 00T B U5 40 BC I W P g 0 116 B8 2B By (McCrrink, Bloom, & Santos, 2010; Ng, Heyman, & Barner,
2011), T BLAEEF40 ) LE RE R 8 — A7 ATa B A BRAS BT+ 22 VR4 (Alvarez, Ruble, & Bolger,
2001). ABASEIZA Y BARTT JLE HEAT 73 BCAT B340 Bl A J5 ) DA K BT A SRR i 25 B8, % B8 4 Hi 4t
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PBEAWC T LE P BCAT AR A 2R
12. iR

£} L AW T T3R5 AT BHECHIBT RE 71 GBI 4 21 5 5 SFRe AT LEOVER, SCIR BT A A
AVEEARSNPIRT B D 26, 70 W AN [R] 0 B LU A5 B AN R B2 Aok T ) LB 20 S 24 - P DA K S PR AT
NN o AT TEARBE) L2 5 M 52 A REAAR R 57, A2 20 Lo R PP RE 6 2% 8 7 BE BRI L 51, I HLHL o0 1 S A
FEIAT AR 73 e BRI AR A I 2 A7 B A2t

2. MR7FE
2.1. #R

IR ARETH 30 L LESINSLE . FiVuR 4~6 % (M =5.23,SD = 0.58).
2.2. EWEt

K 2 (BT BOEARSERAE, BIMEEA) x 2 (BHREE A 1F: WIRATSES), BRUEANH]
SEIY) x 2 (REURARIE: AREASRIE, SNSRI ol e et H5 JLELEAS R 26 0F T B ar i 3 &%
BRI NS DU A R AR R, I BB 32 3 IR A AR R SIS RIS AR O VE a0 BUAAS A
PREAE T IR BEAT D9 RARS L EEAE AR 73 BE Ty P R 2 T B AT SRR as A K 70 IO AT 9tk ml DA S A R
(CRITP=Ek (2 E R

2.3. LB 5ERF
LB AL 225 o 18] A A R R 52 ol = AR 40308 AT 45 B A0 Bt B AT 55 o AT 55 PR AE Wk B BE AL -1

231 RNEERR

W CALEBIE 7 A o0 fe /NBEAAR 1) 5 3h 75 20 (Dunham, Baron, & Carey, 2011), 7E5€ A BEE & IR 7 )G
SETIEMKREOMEORNA), REIEERELRENE G, RETRH. S5 a3 m i,
HRFE-KI)y, b T EFE - RF RIBERNA, S0 S Mg i — A e
B A XA T RO R O (A SR AR . ARG, AR T EAE R B A B A AR
CHMEZ T G, BRGSO ER R R S B2 AR S, By )L 1
Wil PR A A A B AR AT P IR A A IR S AT E SRR MR F .

2.3.2. HFH

McCrink, Bloom #1 Santos (2010) B¢ it —Fi 4 K “44 Tk~ (giving game) (I SEEGAE 55, A% LE
if A St _E FA) 4 B A S R ER AR . KR McCrink %5 A\ (2010) 0t seiu s, ik 5 Fh o 7 (0Bl &
DI ERoR, o BRI/ AA FIRER S, P REBANIA > HRRER S, 314 FRox “HH
A 4 NFERI IR 440K 3 AMFER ):

1) FEZk 1. (34 vs 112), BRARATHE S ECE D (/NI A J3 H FRDR SR 0 B0 R L 051135 K - SR 4
RN

2) HZk 2. (14 vs 912), RIAGHE AR 00N A o H R SR 0 50 0 L A8 250/ A R SR 4D
(/N A

3) LLBIAHZEZ&AE: (204 vs 6/12), RIS/ A e pl b A= AN, (HLLBIAE 4%

4) HrEAHSERAM: (34 vs 3/12), BIPIANINIA G 45 0 il OB SR 5, H EL AN 5

5) MR &AM (3/4vs6/12), B —AN/INTA 345 B r i R A /MBI R, T 55— AN NI S 4R
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HF, IR

NI E S CPN (EN=A T A

BT EIAELL 1 RIELL 2 Sploseft, MR Mgal, AN IREL? 7, “UREER
AUIBAS NI AR AT F sk A IE R AT, IS A B AT ABR AR IR AT ST . 5 Py S B AR S
SFAEL EEBIARSE AP R ZA, IR BT )5, WIS B, SLI# T idk. JLE
i ELTE P IR =R NI TAESS, RS TEE NIRRT, SRBOX =R T AT — 05 %,
BB TEARAWREAR R, SRVOX =R NG — D07 e [FIRE, P UCHEAT ANt 0 AP o

233 HESTHHEHRE

BOAREAEN . SN AT M ICAESS, JLEAEANF )T R4 Thesa, Xt FTilAa i st ar 7
Bl. WIREDFAET, HCEA 2 N, BEECN 2, SHEATERICE RISED G SHRASE R T,
BUWE N 2 N, BEECN 1, BHEA A IERCE Z A5 M. PR S S 0T 7248 1 (F) A TP 4
P 2B BRI TR SRy “CBUE, REIER 2 N1 ARER DS ERZ AP, IR RIZEAD?” Sk
BALRKA LI BRI BL PR

2.4. BIEALTR

H 4 McCrink 25 A (2010) A2 75 3K, K253 18 S8 i IR A (I 35 4 L 5K BUAB) sl et i o
ZRERMLTN), BB AR, IERERE KAl —2, KREm, SMeEs.

KEEtEatr, KAMEREZMET Z0Hr, PIBASE 73 BT A FIREAR S Ao ) L3 3 0w
LGP, SR =R R 20T, FIW BT 58 B SR A AN SRR AR A0 J L 20 BEAT NS
KRS, P AR BCRIRA I PR AT, JLE R 2 57 M AT N 5.

3. R
A L3 Bt P FE K IR, 5 B T AR R AT 4
3.1. FMIREF

PULE FWEF I HON AR, RS LRAMT, Sl E L B b Z IR 1 Pos. 405
2N, BRI RN R, F(1,29) =477, p=0.037, 75 =0.14, HEHEHFEMPEE, FQ2,
58) =13.65, p<0.01, 75 =032, XHIATHERERI, LGSR S BORAR S 210 T 1 20
BRI REFS, p>0.05, HPIANIIECT AT I L7 B4 82w TR %4, p<0.01, #A
FA RIS R HAF AR, F(2,58) =121, p=031, 5, =0.04.

Table 1. Subjects’ subjective preference selection in different allocation schemes and group conditions
F* 1. EWAETRDE S R REBEEZ G THENREFIEE M(SD)

Vil Wik S EEZEN AR
L AT 0.90 (0.31) 0.83 (0.38)
SR 0.93 (0.25) 0.80 (0.41)

MRS AT 0.57 (0.50) 0.37 (0.49)

KRR 8 LB AE MDA T AT I ANB L 22 57, 5 RRM, A 28 ik, JLEIL
NG T HCHBIEREN HOHEL, 32 JLES T H AN BEE AN A, —FERARE,
¥ =027, df=1, p>0.05.
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3.2. BRNBEREK

PR HT LB A RCAT A BON R AR B, & SEIR 261 T LB B8 4 IO TR 345 43 S e 22 03 2
ZI7 RN, BEAEAF AN 3, F(1,29)=5.85, p=0.022, n: =0.17, AALLAMEFARRLGI(M =
0.88), JLH HJE RN B oz ARG (M = 1.01)s  BLISSR PRI 2R3, F(L, 29) = 94.26, p<
0.001, 72 =0.77, Myl T4 BRI S RLAT A4 (M = 1.20) & 35 55 T4 A 7 28 45 VA TR 7553
(M=0.69); ZEC7 RINERHNEE, F(2,58) =438, p=0.017, 75 =013, ZHGMIKY, FHE
Sl AP BLREBET LI IEH 20 BUAT 297520 (M = 1.05) 3 1 T 0 R A MF 4345 (M = 0.81); BFIA 1 15 K
M AR % 8%, F(1,29) =335, p=0.077, n) =0.10; FEARKASHE T R HAERA RS,
F(2,58)=0.15, p>0.05, 75 =0.005; WA 5T 238 HAEH AR, F(2,58)=0.88, p>0.05,
ny =0.03; BEASEAME. RIFFKATAE T =R AL EEMALE, FQ2, 58)=1.13, p>0.05, 7, =
0.037 (it 4 R W 3% 3).

Table 2. Score and standard deviation of resource allocation decision under each experimental condition
2. EXRFHTHKBRRSEORKS D RAREE M(SD)

P PR IR
&5 L g5 4 A1 0.80 (0.41) 1.30 (0.60) 0.63 (0.49) 1.20 (0.55)
SRR 0.93 (0.25) 1.27 (0.58) 0.73 (0.45) 1.27 (0.52)
MRS 0.67 (0.48) 1.10 (0.61) 0.37 (0.49) 1.10 (0.61)

Table 3. Test results of resource allocation behavior difference

3. WIRBRASEATHERKRER

AR SRR S A H By F

Bl 323.003 29
RN 101.250 330

A (BEIRZE) 1.469 1 1.469 5.853"

B (F R AT) 24.025 1 24.025 94.258™"

C (A E) 3.739 2 1.869 4.379

AB 0.803 1 0.803 3.351

AC 0.039 2 0.019 0.151

BC 0.350 2 0.175 0.884

ABC 0.206 2 0.103 1.126

“p<0.05; " p<0.01; ™ p<0.001.

UbAh, RRIGTEMRFAE T, JLEIE NN A R ZE R, SR BN, BRI 3 RN A
W%, F(1,29)=2.98, p=0.095, n2 =0.093, FEEFZMMIFERNRE, F(1,29)=42.04, p<0.00L, 7}
=059, BEAEMMBEEAMACHAER R, F(1,29) =548, p=0026, n, =0.16. #—, XAZHAE
FAHEAT 8] B RNAS B, TERA VIS5 BRI IE B T, LB BRI R AN A4 B D3 1) 20 FiCAT SR 9 T B 3
Z5, F(1,29) <0.001, p>0.05; fEMAATESTIRMTEET, JLEX R 1) BT 81550 W
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FUFT XA EEAR B GR ) 20 BeAT 94553 F(L, 29) = 7.60, p =0.01.

25, RAFRITELEHE)LEEIE AR SRR IR N &R0 AT AN 25, 258K,
MEEAT R, A 124 Yk, JLE IR PR VR TR DTk R#, 56 L E IR IR L
AETTRE R ¥, —HERRE, £ =2569, df =1, p<0001: HEWFEA I, A 62 Yikikt, JLE
TR BEIR FC2h DUHRBE K3, 113 IR LB IR BT B34 70 L, 5 ) LEIE B4 Bl s JE vk B K3
SHEREE, £ =9730, df=2, p<0.001; KRR L) LELEMREME T EASEAT NS
el 5, SEREW, HREAT SR, A 31 Wik, JLEEPRIG TR BLA T E R, 29 K
JLEEIE PR PR A AR TTRRE K, R ERARE, 4 =0067, df=1, p>0.05 HEIHAHECHT,
A 15 Yk, LB EPRIG BHR A FUZh DTRR BE R, 36 LB IE BRI VER A TP A0 IS, 9 IRJLE
HEA AT R, “HEREE, 4 =2010, df=2, p<0.00L.

4. +1ig
41. FRATLENARERE

AW FEEE =M PO 55 58 )L A o A P IR 5 2 2 BB A G BRI . 85 R, XA HE
A RS P Al 2 1 S e LB R AT A i s, BAARINAE, EARRIDITT Rh, ANEWNIMERK
AR — 745 T )LE BB, JLES MV N R RA B, RUEEMPRZMET, JLEIEAR
REAR AT IR ST S AT 2 %, 1D S Il 52 P BRSO, 1T ELAE N BEAR B DA 45 T AR SR 2R AR I A B 22 11
FRAMLL], %455 0555 N\ (2019)BF T 25 RAH— 25, ABATUCHTE WS BEA % A b ) L B e AR 4 A0
B AT AP Be N>, B L SR Sk BN S m i st A o s BRI S oL, DUERIT ST
R, FEARFRR B AP ESE A, 10, R (Yu et al., 2016) SFANAFAT A KR % (Elenbaas & Killen,
2016; Fehr, Bernhard, & Rockenbach, 2008)%, JLEIIRILH NEAIRE . XIBEE AT R, JLELESE
— i, AR BRSO S, WM AR I E 2 R O AT . PR FE A R SCRE T A IA
[ i (Tajfel & Turner, 1979).

UbAh, FEREARIES T, X TAMER, AMARIEE SFRPA R RIS, HE KRN TR
TREFE OB, IEmAE RS, Fltn, AHFFREY], 6~8 &)L E B m) T UM SR e (s
i E LR A A B T H AR K8 5 (Buttelmann & Bohm, 2014). AMEEARS 155 2 51 A XS A% 1t
TG, iR, B4k, B4 (Tapias, Glaser, Keltner, Vasquez, & Wickens, 2007). AT 77 51X LLHfF 51 45
B8, RJLETA MR SO A 2 % A% B Ot s, HERTREE, JLEAAMITE S S
HMEEARRI SR TCCEE,  H B ML R FEA S R X AN R R DU T ST A B BUE A AT A, T
SR, it — L HBARA IR B O A BT ISR R .

Markus I Kitayama (1991)¥ F BAMES 150 8 o n g f——or B A BAR B3, O8N AN F 0tk
NEITE TS N B REAERMSLISAER T, WAL SO TS, SRR S SO (AR B AR S
MAK, BFAREELREN. 280, SR TR ZRARFESN. WX S2m g 5 B
MRARHNZESR, MR SE BN L, B AMAR LIRS R . AR B IUR T
SR F SO SR RJLE, METE AN E S 5T, R0 AR L 2 138 22 A7 72 1 52 1) L 2
SIBCAT AN, T LATE JE SEt ST AT S AR .

4.2. MARFEFHESILESEAFITHRE

SIS RIE U A B i I ) L 28 (K 70 BC RS2 32 BT A IO IR AR PRI RE i . SR UREIRSE 0, AR
A L2 2 B 22 AR Dk (0 20 BC B U, 45 DOk BE K8 0 L BE 2 IO B . S BT AR I, S iy JL B
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RETF, WIEHE

ARSI, KSR ma N, MEECE ATtk ZE R, A RE SR BAE L 1) 73 i
Wiz . BART S, EREAT DIEMEN T, SR hf 68.9%M ik, )L RS SR TE 2 1)
SR M TR TTRR T, (HAE, TEMPRZMET, JLEARIRLF X AL RS AT I, I AT 55 5
BEURIT, 45 T4t BE K Ll A5 255 R0 B8 R 4 %) 5 i 5 iR AT I B IR A AT M I R MR 38 22 57, SEadE—3DIE
B, 28 BT ) L3E S ARAE Tk SR R AT SR L T S SRR AT DP R, JLEAE 62.78% ik IR =
W TIRTE 2 M BCE 2 A% 5y, ANE ISR #H 2 I DTERIGVEH . XM FE 45 R S8t iR,
TR B L3 B A 454y B TR w1 ) S 56IE 38 (Baumard, Mascaro, & Chevallier, 2012; Kenward & Dahl,
2011; Olson & Spelke, 2008)%:A—5. HAFFE KM, 2FREHTILEBAE S BEMMIA, 4BJEA RS
SYEE, JLELE “ERAISECM B RILH TS BHIRA, T SR R AP A E AL R, LE
W Z AT BB . N BRI R A 22 B AR, — Bk B IR 2 (3 43I

JLE SN FLAT AT R B 2 6 3G K T T R LEAH B AR Ak, SRS LE K Z R HAAR, AT S
SHOEZRAE), RMEMATAEMN TAETREESS ) 5 B 6 SIF, JLEIEHE [F =R P4 32 3
i TR AL e A — N, MIAERBCE SRR, 5 R sk s W B AR (k=
S0, RHE, sk, 2014), fE—ANMLBYMIEAUE SR, 5 X BT RIHE A P CE . R
3ANNTAE, MANEER, BANAEEE 13 HEdH(Larsen & Kellogg, 1974). %81, WFRERBEHE
AN ATNES L BUst DE i K e

G NN, L EL T TH A AT R 2N, T 248 A ) L3655 43 e B IR i [ vl e e 5
WAL RA BN H 2 — . Peterson %5 (1975) K AME B MU G BEAE 5%, PA 3 1 4 & L= AR TN 4,
K 4 F1 10 AT, 1930 508 0T L2 B R — B S o TR T LSRN 4518, PTRE BT
Peterson “%5(1975) B 74 FH (M B2 YR &S 4 #0110, RIRTEERRUSCH 2 [ EAT 46 20 AR A BT UR, T S 302 1
LB 55 7 SR m iF 55 1) LB AR DTkt AT A2 BC I e

A SZIHIF AV E 1) LB AT 20 IR VEEON 2, 840 SR L B AE sk JE I R R S, AT RE e S
FOTER/NE BUR BRI — A A WEAT] . X TH)LRE, TR A VNIRRT AT A,
ARG, BRI TTRREE R, (HAE LRI B A SR it o . ikt T oumk b, FRES AN, EAR
M TTRRAN, (BN G AR 2RISR G . FTLL, AW 50 R DL R AR RENE I 755 J5 U 1) L Atk
3N BRI ACE, DA DR B R DTRRE N AT AT AR A ASE M B B, a0 4 ANEL 6 AN, DARAGER
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