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Abstract

The phenomenon of mate copying refers to the influence of an individual’s mate selection behavior
experiences due to the choices made by other individuals of the same gender. This article synthe-
sizes the concept, manifestations, directions, and influencing factors of mate copying. Mate copying
can be divided into two directions: positive and negative, corresponding to the imitative role
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model’s positive or negative attitude towards the target. Influencing factors encompass attractive-
ness, the relationship between the role model and the observer, financial information, age, nature
of the relationship, and personality traits, among others. Although research on mate copying has
achieved certain results, it still has limitations. Future studies should delve deeper into the phe-
nomenon by employing a multi-method approach, conducting in-depth cross-cultural research, ex-
panding the range of research subjects, and exploring individual differences. This will lead to a
more comprehensive understanding of the mate copying phenomenon.
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BB A, FRZYEN. (BFHHAL (BHRIEBE)

KT EROBE, FBCAE RN F R A 75708 T SCHRIHER T, ZRELR Mt BLA.
HzFY, JET ER@EF RS ERIES, €A ST 105 AN REsh ORI AR &
SR RIS FEANES . IXFEOR, THRUNKEEMEH KO3, REZ . B S
AR HEAT SE B A 1) — MR TR 2 BRI IR RAT I E AR, SRA T W 18 22 BRI 732, BILA
“IRV MBS A1, TR, REZ]. @I R EOR. PREESEIEAN.

FEAIL “HEBFNER” R Rk, “ER” g E L Lz, &5 JES AAT 4 el
EERIBEAREA, MRBA - MERMESRE T RIBHER. KLY HapRmsitrmr . £E
PER NI 2 AE T ORI T, “IEFEAR” RRE MR F AR, FFAROUIE T A A BE
BRENLAT N, MRLEGHELZ MR, T His &M E 550, Ml AU Ra FIiEsE. XA 2
A7 EBONEIES S B ARSIk B S F BRI R AREET .

WA MNRE A2 A EEMNERGE, il — MRS RS A UTE R . D)
FRNE 2, FEABAT NIRRT AN B S R AR RSP A, 38 W H 2 B NS FEm)
SO o XA B RON TR, ELESI IR AR AR DR SR B RS AR £ R A REL, Sk T
OIS AR AR S 2 AR SO )2 O . TARERHIER, BRA 2Tt
HENE . WMERIEORE, RABEMFAE LG BT AMTEGF IR B SRFEAT N, I FE )
SR, REF WA INER MDA R AR o5k, REGRE H BRI, MR B RGBSR e, =T AR
AR R, N2 RE A, FEEHILGRME 730 M ERAE S 25 xS AT
NREEEAE M o WETCE AT OB AL SO AR SR BER LA, BIAIAS R SCAGTS 57 R 30 R A ) 22 5
REAGHE 7= SCAL T BN BEARAT W RIRIZ IR . BEAh, X TEAR R R BT S8R, 3 nT LUS T
G IREE O, MR RE . AR S, RS ANE R E KR .

PR — M R PE SRS, O EEAT R A AT DA Rt A5 A ST AR AR 1 22 SR A A 5%
FAS, AEAATTRE S S A e R T ST VAIRIE R R . X EE B B SRBUSAIRA, i B ERACT
I H LA 5 5t 177 SR BOX S8 65 AR S B A (B0, I 202 (R I ARG 77), AL SREms BT W 2 1)
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PR —DNURTASIRERD), EREELNMBN, K20 BA — 8ot i I R RHE . WA
oL SHEWRS MRS, EOUATRE R A, RUONIX A 7R 5 i RS A T TH A R 2 18 #(Singh,
1993). RN FTEAHR L RAT B T8 75 N SRS W AE AR TR S R v (10 52 2% O BT ) DA S L T 1) g
i S BEFUAREH, Lot AT e T 38 e W S A N PR 326 3K R B A AT T X T E LB 1 4 B (Jones et al., 2007) . £
W58 B HAh 2o 1 AR 55 PR T LI 2 Bt AR IR 35 (B, TSR) 5, et 2 5 3 0 1 26 B P 1) i 40 A P 14
I @k g N ) K 5 ) AT RE N NSRAHARL S R i Bt AR 35, S B AT RE A% RAF AH OC 1Y) SR
55 00y AT ARG AR 15 R P XU, 745 28 B ST PPy 9 7 T A8 Jo 8 i 75 (1) ] [B) ARG 77 (Dugatkin & Godin, 1992;
Pruett-Jones, 1992; Westneat et al., 2000). 1X—ILRIESNWAT RFEFNFAT A TG 280, BHA
R R IR ARIRAL, MAEAE 52 B IABTRIAR AAT NI REM o A SCRAR T $RAR S i 1RO B 22 L], B
FLPRREEAL . FEme D 3R S AR SERR TS B N H

2. H#BERINESRRAKN
21 BIRFAE

18 & 1l (mate — choice copying, MCC) /& — Rl =lE Al 37 () 48 )5 :0(Westneat et al., 2000), &AM [ 42845
£ 5% B[R] 1 590 EC b A PR B8 A 4T B ML (B 52 (Dugatkin & Godin, 1992). 54, 76 X0 82 21 Hty LoV xof i
PRI NEBEZ)GE, KHSE5FEIN T WATERE S NREB BN R, RZIMA(Zhuang etal,
2021). fER—TU T, TS 5F ARG H AL S R 5 M L s Bl S HoAth 55 PE A 52 1 55 M B 2 W
W(Hill & Buss, 2008). XA A i WL EE A5 A (¥ 1% FR R MU AT SVEAE L AR 1 2 3545 B AR R g
RN CEARER]” o MRTERPERCART, 23278 BT H A R AN AN v R B R i o i, 24
— N B A L e FEAS 5 1 I B S A R B R S R R R AR, A R AR % 5
PERIVEANY, 50 AT R H T TE BT B

22. IR EBES

R RS 7 R B4 B R T A MBI B S i AIEHE (Dugatkin & Godin, 1992; Witte & Ueding, 2003),
I 25 B M Eh 4 R B(Witte & Massmann, 2003; Witte & Ueding, 2003) 1% /> i k14 5h 4 (Schlupp &
Ryan, 1997; Witte & Ryan, 2002). {EVFZzh#¥fpdr, HESHIMEE . Flln, —58 8RR
T, S SR AR MEME PO RO B . SR 2 FUMEE RO 1 A — Rt F0 4 HAth AR B A
A2 TG ) TR B . O AR SR 00 8 — N BB X SR UEHE &2 B Dugatkin A Godin (1992)#2 411, ik
AT B P AL A fe R 2o b ST T ARME M BRI A, TR A P A B R . BHS, BE AN RAEN
{00 A A AR 1 5 AE BT P DA R TG A 30 ke B A A2 ok PR M B (Daanchin et al, 2010; Cholleris et al., 2009).
KOy BB AMEVERCARIE B R SRR (1 W38, Hoglund et al., 1995). FEf T, MM Loy
AR 8 AR 5% 1) P9 L Atk M 1 5o e e P B R R B I BB D A, R I T 3 5 A Ak o e R YD 1
(Brennan etal., 2008). ¥ A MBI IR —FIERAMEAT N, A TR MEM SRR Z%, A
Wl 22 A [R5 P8 TG A3 R e B S 7 1) 2 DR R U
2.3. ANEtShaEES

SRR 2 HE A R B, O AR A R A\ SRR BN AT B I LRG3 NSRS A N (4 2 0
P g 4 A0 1% 5 3 5% HL B2 MR (Jones et al., 2007; Little et al., 2011a; Little et al., 2011b). 7E NJitaxrh, Fffik
PR W FEFERIEEIEH . Eva il Wood (2006) &KL, VUG b “ C48” FRas i 5L #  tuag s b
“CHB” RSSO EE RS . FIRE, RS L BB S S BRI
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Sl A5 2 ¥ (Waynforth, 2007) . 75 BLid 2] 43 (Bowers et al., 2012)F1 55 = 77 1R 18 M8k (1) B AR 75 (Vakirtzis
& Roberts, 2012) LS E] R . BT, fEAASIH G, R — AR F A A
W51 F B2 UM AR AT B, e B2 B W 5 HoAt S M 1R %73 (Rodeheffer et al., 2016). filti1, 7E K%K
bel B, SR S AR AR S B v i 2 A i AR SR EGE SR, HAth 2 A T B2 Ath e AR ARSI ) D, B
WA 2 HTRHZ B AR IR A R EN R o Ak, fE—SEAASETY BB N6 b, U— D NEBR B
INSRNIRZ B SR F I, 2 51 R HARTE AL F-AR (R SRV AR I N . A S84 B2 i AU IR AE R 5%
IR 51 B B, 7R QS AR B R AR rp T g = 2R sg e, o, FEFELE oAb, FROGEBIN AR
T NBVUS AR RN BAHESS, TR (R A0 2 3\ T IR Mk 0200 R o ARk 582 A 1 B R )
—ANEEYUE, KPS R R, DLAHR SRR S AR B . AR, OB PR AT R
GyWLEER, X AEARAA A B AR IR B O — T R Pk AR . v T B ATT R B AR R, MR T DI
NP2 S], XA RO “RUfEER S H1” (Waynforth, 2007), "B % 43 6 7E M7 I%E H 1M A h
N2 3] R AAE 72 A= X 3 1) i 2 (Bowverrs et al., 2012; Jones & DuVal, 2019; Kavaliers et al., 2017).

3. BEEHINERKIE

AR IR ST Z PG, Horb (o0 B 2 BRI A AL 2 2 ) FIIR IR N B — B 4R 1t
TIRBEMEIEHESE

3.1 #H{LILIEEFIER

AL O B2 AR OR R, FRAR S 2 — b 75 038 K ik A 3o R 1T R 5 1903 24447 v (Busss, 1989). 7
Ve T, BT R AR S BT —AMME RO B bR W T BRI S, %5
EIE RIS 2 G B, Ry IX BB 00 AR B[R] (1 4% 3 R 5 AR 1) i & (Dawkins, 1976). 7E 56 PR H AR
HEZABIIEOLR, MR S FISAT [F] 1 ) A A P B 3, BRI SR DOV fE ML I = 1) 2
& (Kendal etal., 2005), 40, # 24 FEFREFMEATARSTLMY, WRIFMIELHE, FF5HRIE
By 50 Y A2 A7 B JJ(Andersson, 1994) . IEREXFEECAR, MR DA R B & e AR AT T LR A BhE R Ih %
PEIERRERIC A, B RIPEAN AL B TS 7T B8 B 8L P A B R ORI, B AT T 38 B R I 2R

NS, BTE BIREU R IR, A2 AR M 28 S5 I 1] A 4T T AR R AR 1 TS {5 2. (Buss,
2003). BEAF, PR HISCH MR RO RRE RN . Blhn, FE B, Lo W g% A Lok (PR
B, RIS S VR S5 G I 2ot S SRS T B AF AR A7 264, I 4 Wt AT B8 ] REASLAT X P i 4 (Geary,
2010). IXFPIRENEA BT L METT A I RIRURE 77, BRARIEBRER R B I AR, AT 38 00 ) 5 i B R IN 2R
3.2. #LEIER

g S HR SR AR I S R AN AT ke 27 I FISRA B 04T A% (Bandura, 1977) . 7EF
I FE, MR 2SR S R B R I BEARAT 9 LA L, e — @ AR B A IX AT . #has
SOHRAR, MARAT AU B HBEA R IR, 1652 255 2] 12 m (Bandura, 1977). 4 MAFR
BB FEM PR R R T UM R, WSEARMISM . FEMCRSE, AT B BT =i
A, AP REE X AT A

teAh, Fho s T ER ) B IR R E BN B RS EEAE A . BB B CRe
BRI 56 MIE—AT AW E W AIBAE & EREEHNES T, MK B OB BEEAT 1 Be 7 2k
M H R 75 HEAT 45 53 1) DA K B2 1 A9 (Wood & Bandura, 1989). I SRAMAIN Jy [ © A 8 1 I
BEREMI PRI B, JF HL U PRk £ 2 R 145 1, IB-AA0A 15 Al ge b AT B8 2 il (Maddux, 1995).
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fltn, 2 g 2 B S AGES T M BB HBIFRE T 8E, heUOvA
BEJI M HE SRACLAR A 3%, AT BEAT R REASE 017 I A IR0 AT 9 (Schunk & Pajares, 2004).

4, BEEHINGE
PEE R R RIS EE T
4.1 EHEBES

X T 52 1) A AE G AL AT AR R AR AR A B BRI 2 AT AT o BEFEREH, 4B RExT H AR R I
FARR B2 B BRAE 2 I, WS i) T4 it BARIIR G] 3 0P4y, X PRI RAE N A3 P h #5425
(Pruett-Jones, 1992; Eva & Wood, 2006; Hill & Buss, 2008). Zhuang %5 A\ (2017)FITF i, FMEEHIRL
LR AR, LA I DXC0E BTG ER, RUIEEE ST e 2 2 T IS A 2 Il i, S 5 FE AR S
IO T 20 1R ORI X 3 o 3o 6 X3 A0 5 A OO I 40T B = I A 00 7 40 P g S22 R 0 M0 R 2 1 2=
BTG AE FAL . AT Rl TR/ BTN Z . SUIRR . 8% bl By iRl — Se A 5e X 5

4.2. G EEH

SIEERAR WA, SR 52 R AR A S AR B R B AR IR IR AS B BB 4847 9 o AR
K, WFFCIF UG IR BAEE 24 H ARBT PR IR, I A BERERT H AR R I0 AR AS B BdR 2], WEE
F At T FEAKAT H AR RS> (Deng & Zheng, 2015; Zhuang et al., 2021). S EFABR S HIIF,  Fhdnms [ ) 0%
ZABAERCARIR T J37K P s R 825 72 e, X R IAAE X B ) MRS FE I, ORI iE s i S
IEPEE A T AE .

TX P o 28 A A ) SR T RS RS RN AR SR AL o AT AR 2 AR T S ISR R B, #232 FdE
Y 25 AF T R ) PT BRI AN IR (9 DR X35k, 3 X 7 P SR 1T A& P R AS [] B i 72 (Zhuang et al.
2016, 2021). #FEEHI R —NERMF2F TR, WA Z P RN .

5. MFFEEFIHER
5.1. W3lAH

XF N FRECAR S A 5 T A T AR TR IE 58 - LA SRR S ik B 5] 77 IR AR W T 52 0 2 0t 55
PERIEVE . WEFCIESE, AN THAE — Sk ERAWE IR, G — AR5 IR AR 2 g e
PEAB IR 51 7 BEOTEC AR A (B RN B645 5 1 11) & AE 3R (Vakirtzis & Roberts, 2012; Zhuang et al., 2017). B %
B G| DT B R B ) A A A AR R ). A — AN AN RA WG] T AR (IRAE B A RT) AT R
AN, UHR B, R AR . Anderson HT Surbey (2014)FF R KHL, 24— B AHIIRIE
FEAB (RAE BT B 5] Jif, A AR E 2 TH &, T AR KR IS AR A R T I, AR FEAR
ERAE 2 K. 2023 — I 7R 51 I S B G RIS BRG] TR, BRI AR
Ve B OGS S e, T SR LR A G| JIiE, 2ot At B B EAR A B (Jarrett &
Anderson, 2023). #illn1, FERGRIRIEN, 4408 B IR PR AR 2 R L2 BRA AR T2 RVEFIEYT, A
AT A B W R 5| 3 AN S B RE . Fink Il Neave (2005)BF 78 & B, T EE X AR VE A A2
W5l 7 E AR bR —, BARBE T  FR I MR RO RG] ). ARS8
FEIEHE T TN FRPE R (0 S VR, U523 504 ] RS2 B 520 TR % e P P AR IR X R B 51 ) ) B
B S BB E S R A . AW (Grammer & Thornhill, 1994)¥8 1, BHRKIA MR 50 5] 5%,
HA R & SRFHE AN AT GRS R L 5] Jy o fEFRRE R, TP TR I 51 7[RI R e s e £ 45 2
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4T, BRI H BT 7 R SO A S s>, B RR S — PR
5.2. BHESMEENXR

BERE 5 MG 2 AR R mMBEE R . —Bckdl, MAER SRR S H DK ARL, MLEH
LT BB RE I A e R (R B2 . Zhuang 25 A\ (2017) 58 T, Lotk 75 20t — R 31 B (B A7) i 4L
JE R BEAT IR 51 3Ry, PRIRPESr 2 18], ik B B ARTH AL -5 F AN [FI0R 51 77 ) Lot (B R TL i fE —
EHIE R, JRERg R — B LR N7 KR, A PR KR WG 2 H bs 5w
FLE BRG] Lt (B E N RN "R R IR J& , Wb ATTx i 8 55 Mk (W 51 30 43 B WV o0 i v
T BEAR I RNAE =R 5 IR S BRI AR R NI . AR, B G A8 B
a4 HARxT GBS, X EARPIR G VN S G, X ATRERE D TR LN g, B2 — M AEM I
BB i TAE A — /N E S AR . DU M E S BB FERE 2 H AR X R, X H AR 5] F7 P4 233
Tn,  3X 3R BH S0 Lo B A e T AR A5 R 4% 5247 A (Deng & Zheng, 2015). Bowers 25 A (2012) 5256 & 3
B RE RS T, S SRR AR B R B T s, X R A B R Z A A B A i
BT FEFIAR AL AN ELU,  AE A A5 S A ) TN T RERE I 6 TIAE 9 — U 0 R B, WS FEAE AL AL
7 AR R AL, B S EE OC RHARIT, WA a2 B H PR BRI so M, X 1 B B
(k2 AL AR R 5 WL 35 O 00T 3048 S 1 P s ey vk 380 1 84 4 B (Little et al, 2015).

5.3. MSBER

TEAEMEPERCAR I R AN 5515 EAE MR E R P i B E B E . 90RO, L MEAE I BRI AR AT
SR 2AE BRI NG B AT . BARTT S, Lot S T Ol 2 15 B (n HoAth 2o M ) sk Fe iy
W) RPPAIELE AR I 5| JJ A mT S, JEHAESRZ AN NE BB o 24 53 PRI I 55 IR 00 JH Al 5 35 1
RGBT, LR B A, 25 %2 X s BARE BRI . XA S8k
PEYERCAR G FEIT 2252 241 2205 B S RN R0, AT 980 X5k E AN N GR56 003G B AR A AR st o 98 7r
PERCAR IR PR AN 555 EAE FEmA 2o M R AR e I AR v i T R A B, R RN, MMl TIBTERD
BT R S BE A LA AE IV 5545 B, St AT TSR IR O AR 3 ST 1), H 224 o P R A T P T A P P AR AR B
W0 S5 IR GUAT B (o 2 A TH L =2 IR T ), AT T BC AR e 3 B x Y 2% 1 (Liuetal., 2021). AHEFENTLL T4
GFARRE R E B & i Aa e DL B M Lo BRI . 5 IR EoR, TELTFAR e IR W, LoHEERE
I B A ) AR AL 25 R, HIRBRB R WIS o X2 IR N Z 5 AN B e 0 o 70 400 A Rk 1T I B8 2 Al e 1k
BT LA 122 228 A e MR B, K AR DRI 7E AR R S T SE M BRI . [, fELB AR ER)
WEET, VB EEBEERSTIERIEE ), BN R RBIRK K BE MG IRR /R4 B A8 I3
Bedh, e MERHEAR B IR IR IR 7 i EALFE AR PR . IX R A TP 2 7 2 5 SO PEAE BB XA
IR 0T (R ASUAET e A= A Ak, 3 T S e 3640 52 A P R A2 ATRR B2 (Smiith & Johinson, 2019) .

5.4. ik

— RN AR L ) T B AR K RIS (Bowers et al., 2012). {H Vakirtzis £l Roberts (2012) FIHf
FOR I, FEUE T REIE A& R Lo PRS00 A2 1 1) JE B DR 36 o A 90 B, e M e i E W At 2 (5 ) % i
7 AR (B AR) AR R R UG, i T5 Hhs2 o, JUHGR AR RER A ms| s, (B[R R IR
FERR WX PR N A BB R . X W] BE R R et Ay I Ml i i A e A, R AR KBS A
BRIV A B3, X 55 B AR R . X T2 2o (Little etal., 2015)F1 B A B8 2 L4 50
¥ 2 1 (Waynforth, 2007) 328645 & I RSN ELUN, XA RER VA 5012 5 # TR A OIS i =
AAEL, BT BEARYE AT S0 HERT B BE 2 ¢ TR DN NG S, P 324t Nk FErI 5200 .
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HEEAMETERBRT, SEAFBRATGED . A RIS R R, AR50 P
WA A . RMEE B G R 73R AR e R AR, AT 2 i X SRl R B A H O
MSERRTE R B, FEEPEKHIPHBNT, FEAMRTTREE B EX 7 AR e . ARV I IR E E S
PIAE ST, T AR IR 5] J1804 T AT BEAE AR AE(Finkel & Eastwick, 2009). 432 AMA 14158 il 7
FEERIEAL . POBBIARSE, MATER 52 B RS B AR . T Bl S SRR, AN A 32 B
TRy K, W TAESAT . IXTESISE, if, AT BE2 2 BIARIERE . AN SRR, (HiH
T B SEIAA N IR, 20X s FE 4T i 1% F1 5 7 (Settersten & Ray, 2010).

5.5. KHIEHAX R

KA, JCHZ KRR SR, WHERERA &R OdEh, IR T 3K
KA PR Lok B 25 5 32 B RS RE X R (B Mi (Jones et al., 2007). T &, TWIHED, AMIFEREK L
RIS R LU PR A0 S i PRSI FR B . VBRI A AR, AR50 S I E A8 IO AN P57
B, Wk EARRI IR B RE T, IR EALIR LE e 08 S Wk 5K R K U 1115 S (Bereczkei et al., 1997). AHEZ R, FERE
MR RMFIET, LV ARG I RAE A B B K FR (Li & Kenrick, 2006). Ik, GEREKIIIRI AR R 7
BEEHELMHEE, HFEMBAEE RN EGANER.

FRKHC RIS, A H 25 E AR e M RE R . B, AMATTRES N TR S A
CARRIII N, BRAAR BRI 3 A R 3E 58 REFAME IR R . DRI, ISR U AR R 10 i 17 k%
N, BRI SRR M = AR e M (Botwin et al., 1997). T7E - SRAEHISE RIS, AN BB A5 T g TE R
TG HLE LRI R 51 75 0, 28056 & 0T REE 22 M OGRS AR IR 51 77, AN IR S AR B AR B
RAEAERAAE S, MEATRES AR H QA TGS SN, (B FERE 5 E LR 73R
{13 J2 A 4456 (Kenna, 2007)

5.6. MAR4FE

AMA AR RHAE R 2 o AR R b = HAT Ty BN, Sz BAE MR AT RE B2 2 2 3 A
ERERIFEOA, T S P AT 8 A ) TR R AR AEREATIE B . Chu (2012) BRI 5 38 I 4 9\ £ M T L
215 (TR S R0 Hp ) R0 SRR SR I AR B R IR PR RRAE R I e P e it V5 7E A RO 51 T 9149 52 3114
N TFFCo () TRV S RSB 1 TE ey 500, 30 A 150 A A o T LR AR AR R VA RRAE I, LM a0t B AR e 51 7
P . BFARM, W ANERIPERS . TR RS RIS AT B S AR AN PERFAE BE % 2 2 4R
THE I A AR 5440 51 73(Chu, 2012; Jones et al., 2007; Waynforth, 2007). 551 J1RTRE FARECR 1
BRI N T 2 e LLWLEE S (AR % 5 5 (Rodeheffer et al., 2016), 15 51 J1BR R — R R 1)
SN A 9 ETE W 51 73 (Waynforth, 2007). ARFFER, PEMRHMEAMRERE TR E EEIEH, MAab
TR S B O AR AR o PR ALY PT BB 580G R B R BERIAR B 1 o BEAh, MRS RHE
AT B 5 M O AR B HAEE AN PEA, AT — 2P s B U (Liu et al., 2021).

6. FRHERMESARKHRAE

giEpniR, PEREHRE AN ERMABR LR, BRI HIER A E NSRS b
ZAFERBLE, AW TOR AT 7 207 R ARTT, EREE A BRI RIS, 6 7 R AW FE5 .
FEAEE R R B BARAT 9 32 FPE G AR S A RRIE B RO . XM ELRAESI Y AL 2 H
BERI. VI, AL B SRR YA b, M WL A Pk PR R B B R
s, FHEH A TIREEERINR, NS, FEERRIAERE . SWES DN BL WS
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FEBRCABR S TR HIWT,  BUGS AN R &R e, M AEAE . A, MR 6 A IEvEA Sk A
TTIE), 53 RS UL 53 x5 REAR AR B A S BE LTy, B AT [ W] REI KA R AR KA 22 LA . A
HWREARE, OB 2B 222 ST B VB R R DL QIR At 7 SR BIS SLAt, 3 B3R RE
HW e A O BRI AN EAL 2 o AT — BT TR R R 2 AR, BRI . B S
WHEMR R WHEE TR RREPIAMMEARRRES . WEI0T7H, TR~ REEER
SRR AE R AR AR SERE S K BB R HIT N B SERE MR R EREE, KANRI. MU
BZ T RS RE R I S8 PR R I A SE M BN B3 W 558 B e MR R ] &, AR A NAE
LI, Lo AR AR 5 BRI AR AR (B2 B 0 R IR TS 2 TRC A% 1O 0 95 0 At 2 5 PRI, 4 52
TNTRETN R SRRSO BB R RI R MECON = 2%, SR A e A T R I KA A FR A
ALBI LM FME RN, KAV, SRR NMATE R 5 52 BB R £ 5200,
PN KR R TR B IEE L A MEMRHE A B = b A, SRR AN R (A AE 640 2 A
T EAREZE S, HARR O PEAR RS AL RESETHE AE B A AR 51 77

BIRH AT eSS, (B RIRYE, RO EEE 2 A EM L. I®
NEESCARHIE T = T U0 ORI AN A 22 St T 85 T7 [l — D IRANIRZ, DU At 457 4 52 i 3L
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