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Abstract

This study examined the effect of accidental similarity of taste on forgiveness tendency and its un-
derlying psychological mechanism through two situational experiments. Experiment 1 examined
the positive effect of accidental similarity of taste on forgiveness tendency and examined the medi-
ating role of intimacy. Experiment 2 examined the moderating effect of taste special-interest degree.
The results showed that: 1) Accidental similarity increased individuals’ forgiveness tendency on
emotional dimensions, but had no significant effect on cognitive and behavioral dimensions. 2) The
mediating effect of intimacy between accidental similarity and forgiveness tendency is not signifi-
cant. 3) The moderating effect of special-interest degree on accidental similarity and forgiveness
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tendency was significant. The results show that accidental similarity of taste can increase people’s
forgiveness tendency, which provides a theoretical reference for relieving interpersonal tension in
interpersonal conflict.
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1. 518
11, f@RAEE

AEABAEE 48 B2 PR AN ATESE—ANRHE E 2 SAH R B BL . A2 OB 7 3R B, PIRE AR AR
TR AR AR S B 5 FEAR B AE OG0 AN 2 TR SRR AL AR 3 ik, e AN R I A TE 1 BAS 5 B 05 ) g P
E, BNt IRANAE H, AR AT DU S i) S, B an IR A FHL5E5E Jiang et al., 2010; Martin &
Guéguen, 2013).

CLE A KB AR B R AR SRA L PE 2520 AATTIAT RS B . AR T AR A AN, AN I &7
FE JE VEARFAE 7 T 5 AR AL ANA, 3P i) ] B 3 S5 AT R B AR 1) 75 BEAIAT 301 (Guéguen et al., 20114a;
Martin & Guéguen, 2013), FH 5| & 3EH21TH. Guéguen A1 Martin (2009) T 5% /& FAB SR AR AL 2= {5 AN 4
()7 A BN, S R T 7 AR U JRK, 44k T 478 e M A RO S0 7K SF - Burger 25 A\ (2004) R I, 506 77 A (EAR IR A2 H
R4 . FELUAIS, S RInRt T R HE SRR, BRARLSAR(S A CANE SR E A H . LI e
FAFAEIEFEZ AN, FRMAT N i T AR LA AE 55 R 2 M AAEAE B RA AN o IX 258 FI LA
AW TR — 2, RV 2 AR B 7= A AR 1 28UR

H AT B SRAR I 5 & R 2T MR R ABON F & . S A — PSR AT R, MMUE
B FARE RN AL S, BRI EME R, RARENIMEMBLE L. N THEEKPIA
BR 2% 22 Hp B L b 55 R AN I B8 R, A 0 KT B AR ) 1) A R 2R A FALREAT BRI . H TR 2 A
R4 . A H S — S MR E AR BT, X T SR AR SR AL (R BTF 72 K 22 B v 73 9 7= 4
B, I BT A BRI BT Tk i, R S BRI AT A FE BV AR R BRI AR 2. S5 4,
DI T 55 A L R 2 HR A T 0 . AASHE . ARAFE. BUEEL, BT N, 5 R E LS
XF G ARG, T2 T R AR N BRIE R R

AW TR AEARSRAR A IE B N B IRIEBE, RTS8 SR AR ALLXS B8 A0 ) X Fe o 4k 24T N I 5%
M o

1.2, {BARMRIE X TE A = B2

T A B0 TR B AR TR W RIRT N, AR AR B R A AT A (Enright
etal., 2011; McCullough et al., 1997). IXFPFIRR FIIN NS [ BA R T MO EE A R 4F 8 RIN4ERF. G
A, ARG NN, T8 A AR AR IR ] AR T AR B o B ] (0 HE RS 1 O i — AN A2 (McCullough
etal., 2003). T 200 1) BT 5 1 FA) S — ot B I 5 A RO 4, el v AU RE T AR, T EIERE LB
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G AL ) T 1 A Y W ST S (Fincham et al., 2002). BRI, FRATTAT LI SR M5 Bje — AN 4k K A 1)
W, EXANEREF, BREAITAE A T RA S E B SRR R . AW R R — R
F oA, BEEAS v A R T 46

A RENTARY, SRMEUESSIREZRSEESAT R, KR, EEUESS, SRR
PERT R 22 A4 B AU 0 B A0 7 A T v ) B A o ASHI ST N AR

H1: ABSAARBLPE XS B8 R A A 23 A o AR T AL, AR 2 2 gt B0 v B L #
(1) 5 204

13. FERHRMER

HISCATIR, ABSRARUME RERZ WA TR SR AL AT 9 S B AT WA BT, AR, 5 R SR A oL g
S NATTH T2 2000, HAE AL AT A 7 AR RE R R IR R R, IF & BRI S B
MAT ARG 58. Guéguen “5(2011b) &I, 2 AAEM ERHARBIFH ERS 5 —THHER, IS EE2
(RIS TR)E S5 At T T A SRAR AL P ) TR B, AR ARARABLAE P DL S5 () T ST S i AR FE R R 6T B
IRBITFEA SR IRATAT LA D9 R SR A A RE % 1 5 B A2 N 2 18] B2 88 JR, REIX AR GE S 1 AATTIIAT NS

PAE K50 T 98 A T FE R WISk R IO 2R S B U T A — DN . NSNS BoR, &
FE NIl SRE TR HATHE 2 MBS P BB AT N, BELEL RS M. McCullough %5(1997
1998)BT FL A B, SRR AR SR Z AR IR, FENERRZERR T, MR T &
THABKZR . Finkel 55(2002)F H 25 5 AT AR Dy 4 PR 208 I R M xS0 F A il PR IR Bt i T A0 . K
WEFEBIIER T M S Al N R SR 3 R R HL S AT O . MR, AU R AR AR S B A N A 00
5, Rt 2 S 0T A AR N 98 AR o ASHIE FU3R 40 A e -

H2: S ERAE AR IRAR AP A B A0t i 2 IR Fp AR o MBS A, M BLE 25 2 S B B
WFHEEE Z AP ETE 2 R E R, T 20 s i 98 A8 .

14, Rk NREEBETER

KA, FRIRATAAE — N IEAR IS BT RIAR T — AR R [ AR RS AR 1) A Jo s 3R AT A
AT, BI A FRAR Bk H RASR T S & (Christy et al., 2019; Dulaney et al., 2019). #A)i%i, SR
HORAMAm, FATRE T —ANER. A aB0%0, BERNTI R OIRA RS & 7 G E B 14
AEFN4T A (Christy et al., 2019; Strohminger et al., 2017). FATHIZ O E5K S, #2 WS B B AR 3 U
HERLS R IRS ) o FATR 5 B A L 8 1t BRG] F3 (R, AHARAIE 51 R08E) 2 H AR AR 1 L AL [A] 1) J 1 2
EHIRATA ORI AR A IR BN ). — DN AR . FRATERAEBUA A8 E S RATE BN, 70238401
(08 SR, B AN A DR A AR e AR AL 2 A T 5 R AT 5 ] — 4 = (Boer et al., 2011; Pinel et al., 2006;
Zlatev, 2019), {HE X EARLZ AWE R T8 2 AR ——X DN NCRB_E)RIR—FE, DR, flA145r =
P FEE . BIRA F CHER R — MR N EERELE], 5 PR IRAT I VP FOER AR AN

AT dt R —— AT T SR 7 it ABATT B RR B0 28 B A ATT R A7 1) D 47 7T AN B A O 5, il A
FEI54 FH IS B (Wernerfelt, 1990). Snyder 1 Fromkin (1980) (IR 5834 7 — M A, EDKRZEAFFAE T
a R IEA RESE LRI S5 5 FET XS, FRATATCAHEN, A ik AT B2 f8 N g AT SR
FERT E AT 32 XAHERE . O 7 AEARBMRE B3 FroO g8 B 3R AT SCHERR IR A2, AT mT DA it A AH AU I
NN JEE XTSI 06 45 TR (A 2 i LA Bl 5 FRAR 0T T SCHE R R o FRATTER B R A BT R ARSI I ARABL, Mk
R AE AL 25 5 19 O 5 R B R —RERINII 4518, RPRETE dr st AT B AR 3 CHERE . LS

R
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H3: IR /N AR B AE AR SR AH AU 5 98 AT 1) - TRTAE T 5 VR o Bk, T/ Al ik, A A
SEAE TR B 98 AR 2 2 v T AL A TR R, ARAURIAS AR AUAZ% 1 1) 9 AR BT [ 50 S 25 22

EL

2. SEEE—: BRAAMEIUMEN TG R AR R R R T ER
2.1. B8y

HART & R0 B A2 N Z [ A7 AE B R

S WD RVT 1 b AR A SRR ACL: X 5 A 4T 1) Ry BRI S
B . [T D G0 2 B IR T R A AR AT

AR AR, BB BN ERE A E LY
LA AN 8 AR R 2 (R 2 h AR . RIS R 1 AMEGR 2.

22. Fik

2.2.1. ¥k
BB S5 il B IM Y6 K541 107 44 K5 4E . 1035 SEBRI Rl 208 107 6y, Hoh 534 33 &4, Zcd: 74
4, PR 20.10 £(SD = 1.71).

2.2.2. S
KB RRPER M Bt o AR RARARUE, 73 AR AUEPT AN KT o [RIAR 5 B AT,
DINTEL NHL AT EAYERE .

2.2.3. LIEHE

SLIGE BT o KRR SR W S IR B8 R A 5 B R AT HAR AR VR 1 SRR 5 K7
(Argo et al., 2006; White & Argo, 2011). PRI AT 5K FH 15 Safifi i AR G 1) 07 O A8 B b AT 4%, 1B AR AH
LU SRV E AL SR H R 4

A B [ &

1) B AMB A O A S SR I A RIS, TR R R G R P A “17 RoRIAEE A
[, “77 RonAEw ).

2) SEHEFNETIERHAROEMAERIOS ER) (KIS, 2006), X2 —FEd H RS ML
BRI RS RN SR ERE L. ZERA RIFNGE. SUEfkis, JFH5HAb R0 & 775
BEINES Bk, BHAr, ZEREE T ZNA, FEARENE B RS M A KR,

2.2.4. LWIEFF

S — B RS P, AR A G BTG N B U L (A AE AR R A A, ASAR AL ] 26 ) A7 AE AN
FAE . S RENLA RS B oIS, AU AL B A B0 7 i A4

T S8 A B R B R R, B S I B SR BB E BB R IR,
PRAE B B ARAE IR, 550 A AL R 22 (S ARYE AR, HZ BT AR IEELIZ LB Y, R ta
I RARAE R R L IR RER R . 7 JE LR e — R BON “IRAIL ta B ERIRT 25 1
SR R R A B A BRI R

PR SARE MARE S ST R RS, BN RIS LR A R R R AR AT T R
PP (108 BE), fja 20 —BlE R “ 3 a 2 e iRdn B EDF MRS A gt i, EgimhE] 7
PRI S bo 7 AR B AR A = AN URIEAT 7 fiPPr, BAREEE: ta AT N NI EIE Uta R HUE
ffrd 2 ta BB FEREAFEEIE . R TREAREN . £ LR HE 4 MG, galRE A

= B

Hitno
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23. &R

2.3.1. {BFRMEIAERT TE AR =] B FE M

i AU AR B o {H 9 0.7040 DAARTE B8 A0 ) =ANIU T E K954 3948 D AR B R bR, AT ISLFE A
T ke, SR ARIRAR LR B R A 3 RN, t(105) =2.29, p=0.024, d=0.45, FHLLARTE
A [ (M = 5.50, SD = 0.95) {2 3% = T AN AHALA4L(M = 5.05, SD = 1.09). i 1 ik,

DABE I E 58 AU ) ) = ANEFE (I 26 INHS AT 8) BRIVE o MRS &, BETOIREAR T RS, 4R
BICE 1): AARARACI I X 175 5 4 5 1 B8 A0l 52 2 3%, t(105) = 2.28, p =0.025, d=0.72, FHIZM
P G (M = 3.78, SD = 1.59) % 2 &= T ASHHIZ(M = 3.06, SD = 1.70); {BSRAFBUEXF I 04 1 0 55 40
R R AN 2, t(105) = 1.59, p=0.114, AL % 245 R (M = 6.29, SD = 0.92) 5 A MU (M = 5.98,
SD = 1.09)% F &3 22 55 ARIRABALIEXS AT o4 B L 11 58 Al 52 AN 2 3%, t(105) =1.44, p=0.154, #H
LLEH ¥ 8 AT 1] (M = 6.44, SD = 0.92) 5 AMHIZH(M = 6.11, SD = 1.34) A R EZEH .

m AHA
7 1 ASHRARA

IrE e

I N TR
e RZEHE(error bar)AERHEZE, *FIR p <0.05,

Figure 1. The influence of accidental similarity on the dimensions of forgiveness tendency

B 1. {BSRMRIE XS BE AR 5 & 4 RIS

2.3.2. FEBRNPNER

X H Bootstrap #ﬁ‘@ﬁ%%@ﬁ%?ﬁﬁmrﬁu%ﬁ?ﬂtﬁmzraﬂmEPN’EH% DUESR A B AR &, SR
BN AR S, R A D AR B AT R RN S . AR R SRR OB TE AR R AR DL 5 B A
I 2 [B) S 2] Hp AR F (IB)4 208, = —0.0017, SE =0.0254, 95% Cl 7‘~j[—0.0789, 0.0383]). H/ME ¥ (fEiX 2)
AT
2.4. Wi

S R BB IR AR AN B8 A0 AT S 28 R, SCHF 7B 1o BAORTE, RARARUEAE 1 25 4k % 1
2 RO BE A, TR AR AT PSS B AR AR R A B o SR TERAE A R A (Bl A B AR
Wﬁz@%*ﬁﬁ% ASCFEBBE 2.

A RESE PR T AN TN S AT R U SN, SR 5 R BN R R Wm0, B LRI = 2R
ﬁmﬁﬁﬁUﬁm%mAﬁ&wmﬂA%Nﬁ%A%%%o@ﬁ%ﬁ“ﬁﬂ%%w%kﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬂ,
FEAEIT A DO B R ™ 2B N 5 E 15 S5 I 7 A A e At S s AT B A,
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IR 2 PR R U R s o B LAE PR AR 85 AT DA RN ZE L B AR A R A T8 AL o S AN AT
TR ZENNFRIRE M, MR SONTEB RSP, AT ER )T N RORBEAR, RIFEPT
i 58 AT N 4E L B T8 AR BT 2 v

Chu A1 Lowery (2023)F 1, H 3A T T SCAHEEERE AT B 45 U0 H AR IRV B IZ RN RI, 7>
ZIRATIIN), BA TIP3 R FHE IR B R 2 5 A3ATRAE 2T . 2B DO AT AL R
R VIAEMARHEAT B A SCHERE, T FRARALLE 25 4 RE A RO R AT 96 A8 i, (B AR 2 2
FRABLRE FEAEAE 2 32 2 b DR RS (A B AR H0R0) KA 5 15 5 m . JATTAI . RAT Bl AR R
RIS R 05 AR S 7P AR AR S8 A A R i R, RIDREREAT B AT 1 SCHE R . Dy i i SR PO 2K
EVA I s S — GORIOARE N, S A SO — I At i R /N ARRE B HEAT I, e i A K AR
2055 /I AR 2R 9 AT 1 SR U6 TIE it R PR /N AR R 75 RE A A i B i 1 B A BT T SR AR, 3 AR
HEAT TE AU R0, 8 otk 2 BV A R S NI RE, AR e DR AR I R A

3. L~ MRIAEERNIBSER
3.1. B&Y

SUG AR SIS SRR B S ATAET S, K Ak SR PRI AR B0 A AR AR AL o B A e R, [RTIS
X it R ) /D ARRE FE BEAT I R, A6 /N AR JRE 2 1 AE AR AR A DA 5 8 AR AT 17 - TR A2 21 1 55 VR o R

R EAR 15 3.
32. /5%

3.2.1. #ik
Bl AL 25 il MR 221 132 2 KA. a6 S Fnu B A 2 132 1y, 54 6 44, ik 126
4, IR 20.42 % (SD = 1.56).

3.2.2. sEUngIt

WRIEH SR A NARFE L (IPF 3, BT BAR 2 SOCARH RN, R RO it B2
BRI, 2 AR AT AR PSR, BAR R ZONRRERE, 70 9 KARZ AN AR A 7K
s PRIAZ RN 58 R ) .

3.2.3. sELPHH
A s — (BT JR).

3.2.4. SLWIEFF

SRS A P, AR A SRR AN B U Z AR AE AR SRR B, ASHEALLZE D A7 72 AN AR AL
Pho K GRENUA TS BERIRE , iR BEALHCRE TG sl P4

B A E A (ER R BIHE — N SRR FER), SR IR N AT 7 VFo)
FUH A ARNAMEAR N ARREEE (L = dEHRAR, 7= JEF/DAR), G 2B —BAGSakl. AR #
WEBIMMEL: IR, IRFEREARFIZIRT, S50A GRS (SRR, HZ BT FANR) IEfEd g
YOUFE AL, VRAL ta B B IERARAE R 1 PN RS, ARITSEA MR R dhk 7 48 Ed A RHR
Ja— RSN “ARKRIL ta B IRV 3 2 A AL, URATET SRR —FE 7 m AAR AL
& BIIA R

M D SRR, A R TR B R R, BREERI —BUER: “H e g iiion g
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IR D2 G, S TR S e 7 SRS X 58 A (¥ AN IR BT 7 S0P, R
WALHE: ta XERIE AR T 5 E e AT IR TR R A S e AR B N IR ZE R BN R ta AR BRI B R SRR L
F ta RSWESHBEXMHE. REHTEZAZEN R, £ LRI RSN, FIHEEMNER.

33. &R

i AR AR B o fH 9 0.8930 LABSRAHAUE AN /N AR FE LA K P 3 IO AS B0 H AR &, DASE A ) 5 A
DUTRAG 5y FRIAR A R AR BEHEAT 2 (RARARLIYE . ARACUASARBL) x 2 (ZNARFRBE = R ARZLIINARERL) J7 22 50 T, 45
R ABSRA U AE e 2 ) ) E AN B, F(1,130)=4.51, p=0.036, d=0.52, #2p=0.034, #{
ABLZH 1) B8 2T (M = 4.02, SD = 1.51) &3 i\ T AMALA(M = 3.50, SD = 1.29). BRI 5 /NAFEFE 1
LHAHILZ RS, F(1,128)=3.36, p=0.069, #2p=0.026. fij RGBT HIG R LB 2), *F T/
i, ARABLZH 1) 55 2848 15) (M = 4.45; SD = 0.23) . 2 & T ANAHBZH (M = 3.49, SD = 0.25), F(1,128) =7.81,
p=0.006, d=0.96; XFFRKAtbmhmR, HIILLR % 245 H (M = 3.58; SD = 0.24) 5 AHIBI4H(M = 3.51, SD
= 0.24) RIEAERF 2R, F(1,128)=0.04, p=0.837, ZHEHE¥ 3.

. = AR
1

5
4.5
4
%&5 I
g 3
4225
2
1.5
1

KA /AR
s RZEHE(error bar) LR HEZE, **F IR p<0.01.

Figure 2. The moderating effect of taste special-interest degree

2. mkNRIEERETER

3.4. g

S = R IR PR AR RIS 58 R 1 A7 R 2 R, B 1 B UARIE . AR AK/NAREE FE RE A R (R R
RS 8 AT 10 AR o BARR UL, X F /A R R, ARABLE 2% 1 ) 98 2880 0 8825 v T A ARALL R AF 5
T RARAL AR, FRIE 2R AT S5 AR T B S8 A8 e A B 25 22 5%, IR 3 f9EE.

4. By
4.1. (BRI RS BE R =] A 20

AW TOR G AR AR R B ERYTE, B EER R IR SRABLEXT 58 A8t ) A0 AR AR S . S
1 ASEYS 2 $990E 1 BRBE 1, B ZRAH (UKD it R BE % 18 n e B 28 3 1 98 A o X — S5 DR SR AL
PES A AT NI T — 8. A UK B B IRAT I — APsip R, SRS 2R AR LLRE 55 M 15 45
JRTBE R ANATTR T8 . WAL RI M EERT, O 1 SEBUE A O SEATANAEAY, AATTSE M) T3 B L At
SATN, JCHAENS TR R R M 5 8 S ARUR S A IRAR SR GRIAR R IE, BB S ORI (1
B, AATS G IR ST A B . AFTFAREW], R (el 3k AT AR A A7 7 T2
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PR, M TR T A A A i 4 24 v 2 (A AR 2 2Rt BERON R 3 MR AR 2 AT AR
4.2. RN IZERETER

AHFFFEILIRVT T AAL St R R /N AR S T i A a] PRI 520 o S22 R IIAHALLID St R R/ A, BB B A
A T HE B R 1D B M, TR T AR A A R AR AL, AMA R I H Sk I B AT ) S S AR LA A A R =
S, BOE TR 30 XA IR AT Re A AN AR UG B AT I 1 FRAR I A2 SCHE AR BEAS A3 U o A — b
A SRR ARE s FR P RAL — SR T AN AR B AR P R SO R X R AR B IR AE AU R —
PR, EEEMBATUTE R ANR S A . BAT—ANRIGRIE BRI ERA TG L[ 2 ki NP4
BRI, BRI NG PRI HER—FERE R Y, PR R AR XS & A e BT SCFs
MHER S R 2 L. GRSk UE, B FRARR = S @S H A TEM A S FREREZ M E D, #
BE T NZBPER (4 £33 2B J1(Chu & Lowery, 2023). Snyder A Fromkin (1980) I 5T & Bl K Z BN
SR FEA IR BE AT I S5 5 o BT LB /S, FRATTAT DAHEN, /N Actb iR A SR AR DL AT R 22
8 N AT R R 1Y) B FRAR O o SCHERE, JE T2 50 13 O 7 R B R — RE NI G608, AT 5 0 1568 % 7
A

4.3. FERHITRNER

AT FER R DR B AL AR SRALLE 5 98 48T 2 18] 9 R /e . Chu AT Lowery (2023) 4 H AR AU X
W51 FT BRI AE AR AS U P SR AF AN T A SR V2 fF 2 B g5, 2T IRXA B, JATH DU EEA
JiR 8 T 26 T i S PR B B S RO R SR DR, BIASHT 7 A AR L ) i R S S (LB ) T RE IR S AL DA
PR AN NRIATT . JE S0 U] DU — A R E R B — A N BT — N N, JF R A
XA PRI B RAOBOR . R AHENDR IEF 1, B2 — D EEERE D ANBAR, BMize
IR AR IRARANE XS SR B RO . S34h, BRATRT LAAERT AW T A BE R b, $R 3 N BRIE 5| 0 £E AR SR AR
P45 8 AR T 2 TRl R AR

4.4, TEILTTHER

AT FEMNFRIE B 2 LA R, IR AR AR LR SR AR IR A, IR0 1 R B A SR AR B X
— AL BLGON T B RS, BT S 1 A A R TR

B, R DR KRBT O IR 8 R AR AR DL 2 i SRR I 2 (Guéguen et al., 2011a; Martin
& Guéguen, 2013), HAEARATHTFU B 5 it R BORE A1 R AR SRARABLAE 51 A BOARAR Ja RBEAT IR - A
TEMAHAFIFEAL AR TS BT A, B 58 T SR IR SR AR AU N B ok 2R O AR i LA S 2R 3 IR AR
AN T BT NI 15, 3 T UAE TS R LK R IR U A Bt A 4T a8
Fee FA S am IR R

H, KEWHFEY] 7R EWE S FEBMET NER, ERAAEEARESEA, S5hAM
AL IR P2 PR 2 A1 2 5 8K S R0 PO R i AT 52 70 AT 0 S FE AR BLAICR . A TE 51N B AT 3 X
HERRME S, PR AR ARG 00 R BESE 4 MU BEAT NP BRIR R o DAL FE 14 AR XA ABLRE JEE P s i)
B BA S  RE HEAT IR, AW FUE I N AR VE > LURIR S 5 5 1) B BA i SRR, 4R
W1 NARRE BEAEAR SR AR UL 5 58 AT 170 - 1) B F5 AR o R U 9 — T3 TS 3 B R AR UL 5] e (0 B R
JESRPRAE T EAESCRE, 53— 7D T4 e B BRAR 5 SCHEER S T DL KN Ak b R BT ST SR R
PR ER AR

B, ABFTOORTE AT AR, RO, DA KRZHWT AR AT 0. AR 3RA0FE
BUERE. EWAT Y Ja R E SRR T RS, TR T A A RGBT R, SR AR SORTE
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IR R AR IRAR L. PRIE,  ACHIE 7T AN B 15 85 52 i R 3R AL AR 4000 ol B A0 3 1) 98 A8, AU B T3
AT T 4 B0 BT 9, ok [ 58 T A )X — M) T R B8 2 IR T 2858 1 BB LA

4.5. MRBBRFR KRR E

FENE SR b, AW BARR A 1A RN BRGS0 F AR AT #R 4%, (AW FOORER B AL
SRR SR 5 2 18] B SRAR AL, 10 AR5 FERE A P A5, 51 AN S5 AR AR 22 TR] ) st R AR AL ] 52
KGR o IAHT ST 45 RAREE T FT A AR AR R . 25 BRI B IR SR Y S A
PR NS B B ) AR AN G i g S5 DR O R v TR AR B, ARSI A 5 A PAY K 3 ) it R A SR AR
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