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Abstract
Bimodal bilinguals, who use a spoken language and a sign language simultaneously, offer a unique
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perspective for investigating the relationship between language and cognition through cross-
modal communication. This article systematically reviews theoretical advances and methodologi-
cal paradigms in the study of their language mechanisms. Research demonstrates that the lan-
guage processing mechanisms of bimodal bilinguals are fundamentally distinct from those of uni-
modal bilinguals, with language control relying more on output channel selection rather than in-
hibitory mechanisms, and lexical access characterized by parallel activation and non-competitive
selection. These findings have spurred the development of new theoretical frameworks, such as
the Modality Channel Separation Hypothesis and the Parallel Activation-Non-Competitive Selec-
tion Model. Methodologically, the field has expanded from ecological observational paradigms to
behavioral experiments and multimodal neuroimaging techniques. This review further discusses
current theoretical debates and methodological challenges, proposing future research directions
focusing on the Chinese Sign Language-Mandarin system, developmental studies, and practical ap-
plications.
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1. 5|

B XE # (unimodal bilinguals) #2522 b, B >J 45 B P FhiE 5 L2 8 — A F0 P B d s i Ak (b
- JERER) FE Tk, AR TS 2 R BRI AL, o DL Green (1998) (14| 45 il 152 2 (Inhibitory
Control Model) y L RARFR . Z BB AL O RBEAE T+ BUHE 3 1) P P i 5 76 B — it JE T Hp 5 4 30 U
DA 5 ZEXT AR H AR E 5 AT, OB SIS MR s s R i A

KBS XG4 (bimodal bilinguals), BP[RIE S48 — 1 COEM— [ TF1E@dOE/H B FiE . EEEF
TEYINOE S5 (7 #4055, 2022). X —BHAR I, XX —Hg S AR H TRAERPRGR. BT
FiiE = 0 R AF A AR P A S (W5 - i EE vs. 08 - FHIEIE), SN NYELZ1H - R T &
B S R RESEIR T — RAF TR S5 B E s B, B SN LR B
B 2 HAE S LR M S RN ? FIE S D IERE S ST IRAT I 2 I ) R AT ]
R HUIGEFR AEEME, HEE T B EBR TS IUE F MR A FR I 77 50087 Bk, XUt
BRUEE I8 5 P B FORETE R T — R G A IR A2 B T RE S IR I EE, dm
IXEN A A e SR . X EFE AR I SEUE R I, SO st T3 B B IR Pk
A, BRRIX— AR, TR AU S XGE & 0 AU A5 4 G E 2

AL EBERGMELIX % “HH RS 7IEFE" LM REEA . SCER S B NS A XGE
FEAIAAT BRI TS T B 0TS AL Go B e, 4R 2R G ek FH T oo L8 558 o] T i 88 Hh 1) 22 e 7 ik
2y B AR T, SR RS ) S ik T B e A e . RS, ORI 2 Wi I
HHERREL, FFREBART T M, R ET R EFE - JOER R RE . @i —gk, A4
B IR RS OB FEAURA T FRATXE 5 R E AR, EoARANER T EIS 5 e R 2R R TP
HARE I R R R
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2. BRI B SIS B K
2.1. M MiGEEHERR R R ATHEAR

BRGS0 TE F 70 B 10 Bk 11 D IR T BRSSO (19 A% 0 B V8 — — #1422 1) 452 22 (Inhibitory: Control
Mode) (Green, 1998). ZAAIIN Sy, XUEE FPME 5 A A I FE b2 R IO I 56 4 BRI 0 555
H T SRS XU 5 [ R A 5 L R — N BT (R & 38 ), X PSR S 06 AU I s i SR e, 3L
AZ O B EE B ARE S (RIS R B AR I8 5 00wEffhf o 3Bk 32 3h A4 I B 7 B AR A A
R, Bk, FEFREBEATIE S UM, MU S RTE S A, T AR R AT AR
BT A o 1 — B B Dl ks SRS XU B AT RIS HoA S I AR SRt ok, RO i U 22
FEVERLIR . AR, AU XUEFHMRNIESACE, HMMES 2 BAF R - 7= HEEs, WYEZETH
IR Y R B (R A, TR A o A AT PR A OB AR il T AR AR B

B, AT NSRRI T R EEMUEYE . A E RS MM E R - LTRSS kAT TR 1
ZATS WS XE AR R I S XOE & & 1 WIS PR MR, TS B inE
F 10 2 TR F I B 5 2 RN, ey 44 I L IR IS 17 5 5 6, R I HE T AT A (2 3 KR (Glezen & Emmorey,
2016) IX— R I AR AR A TR 56 A AR o TR A SRRV e 45 7 ok HE H AR E S ORI, A
7] SRR My g 5 P 5 e S5 T B 5 R B R B RN o 17 S B W 52 2 (R kSR RE R B, BUREAS WU 8 1)
PRI 55 1) R AE DR L 838 (0 2 BT AL TR Se G i &, AT TG 75 T A AL, £ 22 0] e DR s A
AR IATHOE A BAREE . HIR, AEIRR RS TERIX — AT IR IR AL 1 ok 5 R 3l ) A 3 2A0E
I o FAAR O HLAL (ERP) I 7T i8I % 5215 5 VI AT 55 1 il B B 2 (384K, SRAR FU1E 5 #8122 72
TR, XS XOE L S IRAT S5, FER TSR Hh SRS 0TS & s LI B S e R M
Sk R N2 2 9 5535 508 (Declerck et al., 2021). X —#48 H A BHIE4E I TR B 2S 2 TR B, XU
AXNEH WG S V) FRAEM AU H] LA F T B BS XGER, AT REH AU S [ 2 v 5% 42 R4 ]
PRI RS, AT N 2 RS T AR AR SRR . BT, X RUBLAS RUE A AR E R B R
AU RN I HT R B, BEATIERD IR A (B0 R 7 Y B R B 5 ) 2 — R W HLR 4T A, SUE N
TR RAT ARG I, FE B IE (5 BAR S FAAER 23 (Emmorey etal., 2012), X —RKILMAE
FEHEERET, SHMHAS R R 7 PhE . ROAIRIE iZARA, 7635 5 A AN S D) e BUR A8 S T R
BEAT U - RRR T BRE, aX— I RS AR A LR RN BT R AR AR o T B SRS R = R K,
HEPA TR R, XM RS TE, H5470 % ERP SEEH ORI “IERIHIE” LAl
W5

ZEEATR, SREAAT N, MR AR EE = AN JZ T RS A TLEDE, L [RIAA A 1 20 i
HAE G AL AT ki, RIS BUE# 018 & 0 T 5 HI AL o] BEAZE AR EIASR, 0B a]
REFEARE 5 2l I & PEAZ O LAY, X — WL ITEAR KR b SRR B 804 tH s 4 B VAR G

2.2. UESIERRR

NRGERE LR R T R ORISR A B, WHTCE TSt T — RPEA S PR B e B,
AR JZ TR S B A OR3P R B M SR . Jorpy, i L5200 77 1) 24 Je o 2500 7 1 (R ikt
(Declerck et al., 2021) ZRULINA, BURA XEE 15 5 12 B A% O HLHI7E T 1% B H B IE (FHE 8T vs.
FIHEIE), TAHNEIE S REALS . X R, IR 7 HOU e 5 DI 55 R
PO NI, IF BAEMEAE B bR (A ERP 1) N2 J43) b 2 S0 42 ] B e 4 —— P51 o
JE I TE S MARA EREHER 1o
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FEWIEIN T RO 18, FEATIEGE - AF5E S 88 (Giezen & Emmorey, 2016) 524 1 SRS 40 1 1) 34
AR 5K, USRS X 2 (1 AR 5 R 1R 2 T AT DT BGE, H BT H i oA Bk, AR 1A
RS R AR TR G M . XMW H AR E S 1 AT DLEHGE R RO, Wik HARE S EEIUE N
HRAAAE, AU TR BRSSO (15 PR, S i a] R RS 1 5 10 147 W0 i = AR (2 ik
BB (Emmorey etal., 2016). X — WS4 2 —B3CFE, BRI, X TGRS XGEE TS, BIfE
T EETAE—FIES, JEEARES RAEIAF EWRSREHEIRIRA (Villameriel et al., 2016).

T AR U S XUE & RE 8 b B AT 1B A IR & (D F) 25 77 ) B A B iX — % D IR, FAe & xt
SR S P ERIRET TR, R T XUSZS Formulator #E%) (Emmorey et al., 2005). %A RR G, TEHE
BB, WIRES RS BT DR THEN & B SL T RgmiER T, 4 BT DB YR
T AN FAB IS E gD o X MIN TALE AR 7B IR A N RE T AR AR & A o SR, 2 AL ARG,
TE 58 1 (0 Ay R A 2 THT, A T R ER AV IR — O RIE SR T, AT REAN 7 B — R iE S R S RIVEAE L,
DL G 55 /) ph 9% (Casey & Emmorey, 2020), X HEEef i g 24z FR R~ 7 B2,

G, MBS RBIIME, 185 8MER(Lillo-Martin etal., 2012)#2 4t 7 — /NN E KHIMA . 1%
R0 2 TR XU X LB QI 7E — N R — B S MR B APMIES . BN, IWHMIES ik
FRANE R FEANLITR, BRI & SBOAER I, T “ES a7 21ZRGHRT AL
U A RS T R RS2SR 7L, B 7038 PO R I F T AR A S XUE T B S IR G LA,
PRI T 1% BRI SR R T (L o

XL ERAR B EHE R, TR MR T — SRR 1B EIR AN R R 45 . A TE 4 R
BEOE T ARG, FEEH T EEHINLRIAR A ZE R TR s HATHOE - ARSI BRI NURAS Formulator FE7Y)
53 A AR IR FNE & 7= A AR SR IN CRY By, BRI B X R 22 e e SE B TG S AR R R
JRA R, % THIMIBESE NS EESMREPIAENIPRE . BAIFLFEHES) 1 X SRS XSS I 5 A3
il IR A IR ZE L B RE,  FEIRZIBRERAI 8 T ARG MAUE L .

2.3 KEERFIY

RUEHT I ELR AR RURBE L, U A BUE I I8 AU AT A 1E — SA% O BRI S il 5 R R k. X b4
WG T ST ES I S, O AR SR T E T

B, KTFMHLERE BAAER IR MR TR R KRR PO A BUE # 16 1R LEE 2 i nl
BTG T A il (Emmorey et al., 2016), {HEWIFIRH, 7E5 mEZARARIN T, HOHIALE] ] BEA) 4 i
HEMO. G0, EariiBa sy —MiE S A FWE £ SN, T JERFE R0 5T g Bk
5%, ATREAN R VR FH A0 s R P HE B bRE S I AVEHESE (Declerck et al., 2021). XK, #HIHLEHI AT EE
FAE—A “EHREL” MAXAFLE, T EGR —Fhie T 8 H 1 & %56 % JH(Giezen et al., 2015). "B
LSS58, RIS TR BEAGE P LN TERE L EREWET . KROPATE
FEHOREA BT S, LA BRI T2 B R A, AT i LA R D)1 B A S S

HU, AT TR ST AR — A B i A Y ) . A W A AR T R AT S AR T gk
P4t T A J1iEYE(Giezen & Emmorey, 2016). #R1M0, {EAE. B X EESKESMLZER, HMAIES £
MHEHSEER, HEUmMZEAD EATRRERRSI BT I T, ERAFE -G —NhE 58E
RGL? UPFE T BV EEA R AE I RT  OR AT fiA R I o 9 2 3 A i) fh R T OURSE A XU DA N 4
PR G . FREIX LS A, 75 B R RE A R AV A FE U g — Rt G RS
I 1) 43 256 [ 461 48 AR AR SR B B L =D R M B A T 7

WeJa s WO 2y B AR A RN 51 5 R S N — MR AB R o T 9 5% B U A UG 3 1T RETE
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SN RIE S5 BRI LS (Emmorey et al., 2008a), fEIX AL L Tl T H XU A A B (R R IR A R T 5
- FHEMRLSE - T35 BT RAGAFI ), I8 RIRT PRI — s - 25 5 RRE (KR
A EEEAAL R R), HAl A KPR AR BAT e AR R EIR S S ATE RIS —
PR I F P G 0, S 2 D SR R SE T F 2R XA R s . BORIBEX PO, 7 SRS A Sk
BRE, B, RGBS RS (1 ASL-JE1E) . BUBLS 23 [T 5 XOE & (W KR FHIE 5 1
YEATE - SEEXUEE ) DAL PRS2 (W1 5 X0EE M FIRIL, MR SIE SRS EMRTE T, %
SEIE T GRS SR

3. AEFREAUEMATANUMSE LR

NERFUTL S XE B S FA R S 2], DHEE K RIFEEE T — B2 RIK. ZMERITEAE
ATHEA. ZEEN SRR RAT SR, SRR L] SRR, 1 B RS A A 2
U, SRR AR T IS T e B

3.1 fTASERER

AT I T S NS MER R SRR AR, R PRI T o B R E AR AR, R E S
BB AT

3.1.1. BBE®E5FHMES (Picture Naming & Interference Tasks)

AT R T S AT R O — . BFRF KRR, ZREAHREE S (BT
AT A 4 o I B 44 R N FIUERf 2R, R DAE AR IR A AN AR . B i AT S I T
R B4 26 31 J B S (Emmorey et al., 2013). 5 & AN (Pyers et al., 2009) LA K 518 & i . 7E AT %+
RILR BB PN, AR XUE 5 P G 5 7T BT H0E HARSE 4 Wl sl 4 6 7GR ESR, Bd%
PR T b h A . 5 Ry AT SR U AR S AV 5K, nsUE I v - RE T HRAT %5 (Bilingual Pic-
ture-Word Interference Task)FlliE X 43 24F 55 %% (Semantic Categorization Task). 7£XUE B H - idli- THAES
o, BRI A AR, BRI — Ao s o i TR (A0 5 R A BB R A iR AR EOER), T
Puia) 5 B iR [ 96 B SRR T IRNE Ik B ML (Giezen & Emmorey, 2016). 7E1E X0 284E55, il 5
SRARHE ML ST B AT 4326, AR ar 4, FH LLS: B9E SC)Z AR 2 1H 1900 T.(Emmorey et al., 2012).

3.1.2. IBEPIRES (Language Switching Task)

ZIE BRI G B 2 R IE R R AT U &, 2005 S BH 0. @ x Y]
ik B AR S LI 22 S (BRI ARANY), SR 805 & I R . it 90 3 a8 i DU XU & R4 a5
AL TR B RE, PRI T RREAGE RS EARBES TR TR, RIS SUE#E D)t S
BB XUE#E AR (De Quadros, 2018), SCHE T HE 5 44 il AR T b e a8 B RS W sl H I
90 B AR T A BB I B A% ) S AR S5 DI va 20, RE S VI 53R SRS UIRET IR, AT 75 E
HH — A DA A ) 5 R e PR T S A LR

3.1.3. st RIER (Visual World Paradigm, VWP)

2GR A SERE S HE N T H . 2 5FBRT ERLSMFEEN, JFW— NS 2 MR
5, P B R B IR S OE K IR BRZ Bl . @i 73 i IR BRATT I /) 595 &5 S UL EC B AN UL EE )
A, T DARAP B BE 0 S HAR A A E AR, WoR R 15 GRS MANERE A EE . %A
HUUE B T RS S0 # TR ELAR THE R, S ESBSHBETE F154F 5 (Shook & Marian, 2012), FIEF L
EEABESTE, NIFTEGEFS (Saunders et al., 2024) 34 T IR SLAAT AIESE .
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3.1.4. MIBE{ES5(Flanker Task)ZFEIE & INFIZHIFES

BERAT S5 F T — B BT Sh ARG, b R AR e e 0. @3 BB B . BB UE
B R A B # 10 IX AT 45 LR B, ] AR FU U 28596 %ot 4T — MM i BE T B2 i o R 0 8 XL
RS WE 2 R RE I SR 3 (Emmorey et al., 2008b), 7 B XUE 235 7T B U5 T~ ATt — MOk (4 il i
PTE, TS S R A L] .

32. BANESETUHAR

3.2.1. BRWMENESNHES

I T S U 25 B 5 R [RIRHE (U0 PRAE . XGE ) 1 B AR T BB SR IR — Bt g (4 b
B (Canary Row) il ), ko #r B R 4 (Code-blending) . [ F #(Co-speech Gesture) fli% 5 i%k
PEORIE . TR, XUSEEXGES &7~ EE 2 Wb EMETFH, IR GRS & W TE 560, HiE
TR & m P R Gk HE B30 T A B (Emmorey et al., 2008b). {HAEZ M, BHRWET TN T MR
U A S L RS 5 R JEARME TR BRI A . B EET TR, BB A NS L3 L4 R L H
ANWITEH BT, RE BB EIN G E 5 1 5, JF R L £ 3 315 5 878 iR & (Lillo-Martin
etal., 2014). B4k, BF%FE AR BHIMENT T L (KODAS) R NI I 7 1 WU A48 X A J (R e vk o i
LEENANERHE AT 53D ST SRR KT, KODAs 78 FHEMTFIEMIE S &2 (s 2. TBA. f)%)
BIRPU BE T R, ELIXRR 20 ) 77 1n) 23 BE A 8RR R A2 4k (Pichler et al., 2014) . X — R ILA ™ .
TREENGE KRR shAAN, Wi 7 3R T B RS 5 Wl 78— AN K B3 5 AR I 5%
HEM.

3.2.2. ElE8iE(SimCom)xtEL 3

XS PR S B E BE,  BERA RIN 4 B R SE B THE A FiE . @i Xt e SimCom 5 HARAS
B G A0E SR RIS R . A S B E R, WAL AT A S (R0 P A E A A AN
5] ()38 5 s K A Zn ki (Emmorey et al., 2005). @i [5] 25 77 H 1 35 10 ORI B 45 5 k0 70 1B SR & 1
%, SRBWES RGN CFEH AT A FETCRIE, NG S EM RS L AU & R R A B E
AL {5 B HIAE J1(Emmorey et al., 2016).

g bRTiR, R 2 o R, R TE R AT R, L B SR S 2 AR
T, SRR B AT A SCIRAIE SR NS o X T H R B ) 5 SR SR IO, LRI Sh 77X
RS SUERIE 70 S 12

33 {TAXWER

3.3.1. ThRERELIRAR & (FMRI)

D Ee g ILHR A% H T 25 SRS UG & AR HEAT 1B 5 AT 55 I 110 DR e A =R A [) fii [X 2 [8] ) )y e o
o WHFURIL, AERIGELIER | “fh)” X s e BRK)S BT 7 WX 2 8 1 hRgse
H(Li et al., 2015), SFEUIKFAAF(GMV)IARL (LI et al., 2017) LA KB (4 5715 5 09 2% ) 45 #4977 AL i 2
(Quartarone et al., 2022), FF52m T 30 LA P BESE L 2 (Emmorey & McCullough, 2009), MZE# 5 IhEEE
THIIE R 1 XU U 5 P 48 B U QA 2
3.3.2. EHHEXHEL(ERPS)

I I AN E] A R E AT (R R I SO ) R I EL AL AR AL, SR AL AP IR I (B S R, 4R
ANTE I LRI R ERE . BEFUR I, FETE S VIS, XU XUE & JE AR LI SRS XUE # 5 W)
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N2 8% P3 {7 % 5 (Declerck et al., 2021), M AL H AR 3 2 1 S HRR 4 B LI B4t T 3E 4 .

3.3.3. #E(MEG)

b i P e L WL A OB T 55 2 () 2 R, RE SRS W b s A A RS B Sk o W T RS S D) b
TR, B FE R IR & R4 i O S R TR S a0 1015 S S AR S F#TE S (Blanco-Elorrieta et al., 2018),
DG T B TR SRS TR 5 0 T R V) 3 1 B A

3.3.4. ThEEMEIELTIMSETE(FNIRS)
XFMERE . BT SR I BUREAR, R RE ST 7T E SR B SR T A0VA I8 LSRR BR AN B (L) 1%
R EBE F TR B SRS WU 2 1 55 AL B ) R i i 46 4 =X (Kovelman et al., 2009).

3.35. RIFA

MR 238 ER R AR AGRAT AR FE e %0 TR st 75a, VWP), L8 B RN B
SRR, NERFUE T 450 1RSI B O R B 3 (A R B A T MR 1. B SR B AR L)
HAEE, 7R T RIINE SR 2 BB A S ER N BIEIEA . Mercure 45 (2018) B 7T K I,
BRSSO ) Lt T FLER B HE B 5 (e R AR R 4 KR, IXATREIR T H HH b 2 MBS LR NA K T2
WHATE 2 b eV . SR, XU XUE 2 LIF R R I AR B, X —RILRM, Fif - DB
WU AL I T RE G| S 2L JE H — R R [ T B S XUE MR 1 R A e g . BE— B PR R, X
Rl I 200 72 7 B T EERI 2 B AR 1. LN S EAE S 2504 B wm LT 5
TERE A B BURTE(Mercure et al., 2019) . MR EARYE_FAIE B, XU XUE 2 MUk £ S8 50 ks 08 T A
FUHAE & B SR A R 28 2 1) R G R

4. 3B - FEE R ABEHRBER R

WU KUTERT FU 4k 22 T B 57 iR I 5% T3 SRt . 55 I BIe AL 172 G087,
THTTVESRIAESE B TE . A0 Pkl 1 5 A B, HLEME A TR . AHE R 3 = 2%
HARMERE T Ae, DU — &l

4.1, IBEREASMRBHFHITMIES

XA TR BRI IINEE, B AR AT BAIOTE, XL GE e AR AT T8 IE.
WHFLE SRR, XU XIGE #7E F ARSI RERe Tt . JUF-JC A0 b 5] B 4t 1 38 3 FO B 755 (R 1
figyE 4, code-blending) (Emmorey etal., 2005). X — I Gt 3T B S ORI AL SR B 7 Phiik: W SR RpiE =
TEES R — R S IEIE, BRI IE BT BRI ARG S, PRI A BE B AR AR,
EEM IR, NEAERS IR A FIA R A R T AL, BT # &R AR T 2 Fstiii . i
FER S S RFE M, I R AT 00EE JEiE (Canary Row) SEbrE MO B R, RS il &
TERDIR A RIS L. SRR (Emmorey etal., 2008a); & B H - @IC TIALS, & H& T, &
BB SR ANAUAS A T4, S B HERON (Giezen & Emmorey, 2016). X — 847 NIEHE L,
BB IR AR T RS AT HARSE 0 @ B @ BAT S LU BB IR & i B MaiFiEdr 4
(s Bifs, EEEIIR A TS M LHAMA, HEER. RIS M SEIEE, BEESCRE T AT
G - BT IR PR T, JRiE AR T XU Formulator REAY, KB F R A A SRR AT T 6
YR, RMEEER S, PIRNE S G BT EAOL Formulator MEAT AT RS, AITIZEMLE]
fRRE T IERSIR A IR T

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.1511583 96 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1511583

SR, PRk

4.2. NIRRT ERIARTSIEFENLH

X =R T NI NFEERSER R, @5 ANMERIFHE AR BENH, S 715 S M
DAL, T Green (1998) HAMi 4z hiI ALY, AFF 5535 PO A7 XUVE: & 0 B 2 B LY 2 3 18 5 DA o
SR, WIAT B FE R I, SUGEZS RE & R PIHARIN R 57 T3 2/ T RS XE ¥ (Declerck et al., 2021).
KEUR TEWEE: A ATTRE SRR SARAAE 2 RS VAN 2 7 5 AR S L],
KH T Re R R LI KINTE SRR s 18 FH AR AHOC LAL(ERPS) A 78 K B, 7E15 5 DIHRAE S5, XS AL
B IR R BN E AR BN b R M S i RE 6 N2 B P3 plisr 7 . 1X —#HER Hi A IR
PR, HA) I B T REAN IS SAH R A Fn 384 s It B (MEG) B 7t (Blanco-Elorrieta et al., 2018)
e U R i, RIHAR RERET s wl—15 S, MAEBABES, A 7 RAT )41
TR AR s MEUEYE AT AR ISR 1AL MRS, 5 ) SCHF T LA IRE 43 B9 U (Declerck et al., 2021).
ZARULIN Y, XUBASBUE #1855 10 %O ik aEE (H TR £ H H), mAEHES RgA . 1
BUNAT AVIBAR FUAS B B2 S B, YR Tl IE G B AR B LA Rl “&5” o X—Higl
BHIMZON “EBF7 BB 7 BT, SEIL 1 R ) BB

4.3. MAEAB S EISug—RIERR

X BRARIA T — AN R G r AL, a5 77 B R IRIE AR R, A IR TR S RN .
KB TR W B UUE BE 7 R AR TE F AR M, S8 BRI T A2 3 rh R g i 008 5 10
S0, —ABEIE: AMRBINE RIS GE S, 2B AP RIIE S ? X5 “XGEILH” 1
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