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Abstract

In the context of the current use of smartphones, this study employed questionnaires and experiments
to examine the impact of memory load on the creative thinking of different types of social media users.
The findings revealed that: 1) proactive users demonstrated higher creative thinking scores compared
to passive users; 2) an increase in memory load negatively affected the creative thinking scores of both
proactive and passive users; 3) the interaction between social media usage type and memory load was
not significant, indicating that the moderating effect of social media usage type on the relationship be-
tween memory load and creative thinking was not observed.
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1. 5|8
1.1. ARER

Al K SE AT B, HAE BT BE R AE IR R AR M. BIFFEREA, L8 AE Jy LI SE B
N E H IR, AT I TEAT A (R PR, AATTRT DU IS A P A Ay R RN IR . X —
BE T AT ARG 7 A T 2 R BT & (Budge, 2013) . #AZ WK — R T HBERI AR 5%, JH A
HEM AR B PR, TR AN &yl 5 BB AR P A ER:, AR E
P2 AT DA 15 24 1R HoAth B P 4055l (Brailovskaia & Bierhoff, 2020), #AZHEAR i1 K X6 A0iH L = A0
WBIHTH =R 2 BRI R .

B P R4 — R AR B O s B T R IS, 2010), YENNENE SR St iE, HFEET
TEICAZ R Z AR 5 550055, 2019), ei2 5 00E B 4E B IR S, 2017). HATHAREFH R
SRR AR, I FX PRI LEAS [ AL A A FH 2R b= A T 4r k8. B 3 AR TNk
INFIUR JE(Wang et al., 2014), #ishl| 24513 & E(Tandoc et al., 2015),

DA RO 90K 22 S5 A A8 S A A8 Y i B8 SR A A8 WA A PR T AN 520, 20 T AN 2
AT S RIAE AR P2 A R o AR TR T R T AL A8 S A4 i 28 20 Bl i v R A P s mm 4 R A0, A B
I XHEAZ AR I AR, DT SRR U T AR S e R A B R R . 7R RETF LA
M55, WF A2 gy X AR 28 A A 2 G M B g 2, A Bl AN T2 IR I AN [l 4L 2 g
A (i 7 3 0 I PRI AFAE 22 TR eT e, 2B A ST AR Al G 5 D S R R I R A .

1.2. HXFARIAR

1.2.1. #3ZHREER

TEAL A BARAE R A R R o o, 2238 DA AT 9 RR sSUIN VA2 S S M e R R e 20 A
(Frison & Eggermont, 2016). F b A @ kWG 8 EE 303715 BA S8 T A (Frison & Eg-
germont, 2020); #EANVEE N REER F 00, JE(E B ET AR Z BRI PETE, 2017). BIRFEILSE
fERE R, PIRMER T AR X, METTReBEA Eh e, WA, ER AR %
H 2 R 70— 0 )i M R AR (10 22 S o T AR BT 9 2 308 ORIt 060 N R 48 R AP AT 4501, R
R AT A A (2 3 i sh I8 KPR A E A A S S RISk, R PR AUE FHKF
CE KT AR B SR . i S DA I D R, 2 RN AT R SR ARE . AN
DT SR AL S AR AT 2R A (T B MR B ) T AR R e A T BN . B Bt AE A R T
AR, BN, B AMEFEAERAR T 8 B (Nadkarni & Hofmann, 2012); fth A 1E [ PS5 i A /) B 30 v
DABR iy AR S B G I 455, 2017)55 o B sl A A U 2> 45 ANy SR /R A, an, BRI — S A i) Ak
(IR, JH2R2E, 2018), sEmiAMAR B 8K H R RO PCAT S, 2017), (RAEAMERFHIARAKF B ()
BEZE55, 2016), PAEMURREE(F 52255, 2017). X T TARCIZ BIREma 2 i, ka8 FH /K- Fim
AMETARICAZBR G, B sh AR K, TARICIZBZ RS, 2020),

1.2.2. Bz 58)E R
TAEICIZXT B M B 5 BRI, DA 70 K 22 N A H A R Bk JE 4 b g M, S id A2
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I 2 BHASOIE DRI FEE NN, AT RN FI T 2 il > MR A FN B2, S EOS AR T
R AT SRR AR B s ek, 2 BELRS 61 36 14 1) B i 1 (Santanen, 2002). B} 7838 % %A A TARIC
LA EANER BER G IS O, RILE TR L2 A SRS B 2 38 2 s W REf], (R B i =
B tas S8 = 2 B AR B2 B0 A N B# (Rosen & Engle, 1997). Baumeister 28 AER 7 TAEICAZ A A J0 61
fof 5 TR EACEE, TG RIS B A1 KPR (Baumeister et al., 2011). Redifer £ A A Fa 2R
WHAIE 1R R U] T M RN g AT DA & G P L 4E(Redifer et al., 2019).

1.3. [E)RRiRL

Q& PR B N MR S BN FE S, A ROS/E R ZACIZMnEs . RS AT AT, EahPEA S
AL AR CIZ 0 TS, Tici X B R R BI0NETE S 4E. B4, WRAMERICIZ i
AWM RIE T B YE, TSR, H B R AR NN TR . BB IC 1
FAF AT AN BE I, ASMAAE QG MR B YR 55 BRI S AP R, (ESR A R RS2 gy, &
BRSSP 52 B BRI NZ/ N TR I ¥ o BTN T RE IR A T 20 GG vk 4
(ISER , A5 AR X 0 T By A B Atk e AT 4Rk, 389 I S SRR 26 AF . AT ST 1 T 52 (1 41 B U
R EPTg, ARG =AME . Hi: ARACBUAE SR S MR I GG PR B AEAFAE ARG, sl PEAE Al A
ALY QST B AR MR T T3 Ho: iCIZ 0 RERSI AR QG TR B 4E, Q& B Y4ER 2B 1
if R v T B He ARG ISR A S 2 o Qi R B 4 WA AE S BAR L, 12 50X 61
TG A A5 MR 52 B A GEARAE PSRBT, BB A B B 1 8 A 52 BRCAZ S B RZ R/ T4
ENPERE

2. ARAZE
2.1. #iR

AR A SR B, TR TE AL A I P I BL R, R 2 A e 5
MERFIME, {ERATSH T 20 S 5FH WSR2 )G, 150025 7 A0k ) S EH S 7E 60s AN
IRE A T2 N TG R L 10) 163 44 il K2 AR KBRS , 5230450 RUn A5 153 4, A RN 93.87%
HpBEWE 214, @iEF 1324, 18FLLF 174, 1825 %H 136 4.

PR 17 2 1 25 10 25 SR Rl ks T 0 e AR A 58 W 45 P AP B3R 095 4 SR ikl AT 40 4
TEBR T RO AR OR 5 AR LA sl A5 FH e 1) 54990 i T 19 /082 )5, IS S 5 T 130
PEAE P 3515 55, W VAT A A R T sh 4 F P 3945 5, B R PEAS 20 K T3 st AT 4 1Mk
AR E BN MEA A Wl FHBE AR R B A S50 & TR sh e P 3945 4, 3t A T
VAP35 5y, HARS DS 7 KT E 3 A A3 7 MR B B PR 2 I sl i AR . 2%, 63
BHGRS AT NS, KA B s &, Ltk 58 4, FIFR 18.67(M=18.67,SD=0.72), Fif#il#l &
FLRTF, PMASEFIEMAIES . Kb, EshEEHA 31 N, st 32 N S 5EERRE R
Jii 5 B AF N S8 E B A S2 56 /N AL
2.2. SKIEHRY
2.2.1. REFE IR EAREEE

SR FH K 25 A k2 TR sl 5 P s 1) s o 11 D 28 N B 0 2 R 2 1) 4 o 12 Il 46 £ T PN 2738 J 9 4 R S
W (2006) il o 1% AL E = AN 1), b 28 N B 5% 2R B 0] A5 0 B A A0S T 7E X 2% g Sr A PRk
RGN AIFREE, 5 A SO T 4128 S A4 A F ORI T SR B Ui, BT DASGEE 6% 29 1) A5 SR A T e
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AT 6 B H, BIRM 5 ity BH 58 RUE K P I e AN, AT BT 19 20
WU SE S A A 5 D A5 PR iR S R 0 WO A RS I B b AT 0 e, AEASIE 7 v I 48 N B 5 2 G
D EER) o REON 0.75, EE R

2.2.2. #3ZMuLER 2

K H PR AT S NI ) “ IR 7 B3 R &M A 2 X sl s FH 2R B Al PR 45, 2017)6
RIS W, BIRXM S S, Hep 1~4 B E S Z A W R ACE (B <SR e RS, b
TR FT 7 4), 5~8 AN AL S Wl (s K -F (Bl “ BB GF R BRI T s S shSE e
Yo TEFRER IR (OESE “ FEIN S BB S S BUR” CAR “REah 1350 Bm E s 1S B
Mw ik, G B WA PR A AR B B s I R SR 5 R . AR T AT B R R (3L 8 DI o
FHON 0.80, Horb B A AT W3k A AKCP4EE (1~4 ) o RECA 0.82, BN P28 IS4 FH 7K - 4 5
(5~8 A1) o RECN 0.72.

2.2.3.AUT £%

AT 5 S 7% BRIS IR NI AEHE L IS IS (AUT) (MRESASE, 2022), MBS ZERS 5F AW EAR
A HE 2 HoBr A 2 A1)t — A DL AR TS R IR G O, B i Sk AR U . R 2 5 K
FERERI RS ) = e g, SR EE TN TE  URE I R0 AR I8 M = A4 B SR VAl 52 0 38 1 1) P JE 4 e
Hrh 2 53145 [ — A K R (BN ) [ H 0 @ B 0T 3 8 RO g 2640 T 2 5 & i
P15y . ZH5EAER AT (B ) B2 H @ R 8 B oz s 2640 T 2 5 &5 1)
RIS . S H5EEEADE BT RS R & SN e R EE T R RS IRYE L
Bl ERA R AR5 ZR A BT 5% 0 48, /NT 5%t 1 40 B E R — AN K R (TE
Y155 - E BD AZ 5 56AF F 2 5 38 MR AR 7o AT FE T, X AUT AR5 1393 T 4805
PR3 o RECN 0.95, FREE .

2.2.4. REES

WPAT S5 R 3 HCI2 G A ) BAR R R AR 55 o it SEHLAE — R 50 [ 5 ik 1) 18] [ ) — 7 B BE ALK Ik 2
B A 1~9 [FTHAAECT . WIRERME FBER LA, X255 M S5 RE O, F LS i
WS R4 2 5% B E R TR E AN AUT f£55: Bt @ —0r B S REHUR ST n N
7, BEN1 89, BHEFEILZET, WEBTENRZ G, P AUT HEGAE, 5568 LS
TR R AE R I 3%, TR EIE] g 2 20%h 30 #0, BEJG B SRR AT BN (R T% F 8, A Rig 14,
FRASE UG % B RN T —iR, BSOS 2 HiR, S22 SR ah it 6 Mtk
2.3. SCIEEt

AP B TS 528, SR 2 (WX R A . wEh i) < 3 (A KF: @i, K
fif LK R RIR AL B, HhammKCr gl &, gtk A&, HAR 2
W ) ke FEL A N 36454
2.4. LETEFF

T H E-Pime 1.0 95 IFi547. LN 3 Pk, FANS 5EHALE =R KT R 52 i 4
W, S 6 MNMRIK. B AT IEB I B ARSI FE 50 R

ER AT 2R, B LA 500 ms Ay [ 5 i 18] 18] [, 76 BN o e 6] — 7 B BE AT Mo S B L 1~9 1)
Br, PO EHIT AUT S AEUT FIMMES . BRI, WEECREF 65 cm, J67E 14 Ji~) 5
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o 2B ATES “+7, 500 ms ZJEER— A BREHUKIREI 5 A 1~9 HF(HEET, 82 5), &4
2 1000ms, FIEHFEIEZIE, EhFT I EI AUT RS, #0h 150,000 ms 7E4K F5¢
BART FIRAT S, B fant e b B AN B AT PN QERA G F 4, AEiRI% T 8. 7EMR S &1
T, BTl 5 AN 3 A, HAWRFE UL K R E S W e 5 F . EER A AT, AR, Hih
R L) S B 8 5 Wi A 5% 1

SIS RAE W | SRR K AR

155i5
until response +
1500ms HOREMN D =F
500ms 5 STIFEMMEEESR
1000ms figsk

2min30s BAESE

until response +

HINSRF , REIE) ;
HNNE =
BERE , REIFERE
500ms 4 HATF—IHR
until response “#R

Figure 1. Experimental flowchart
E 1. EWRIEE

3. LR

SR PN IR RS TP IR M 2 3 AMhrifk 22 B0 EdR 35 2 2))J5, IR 61 LAl dtiT 2 (A
e EENPEA A N A BB PE A S S 4R x 3 (Fdef K m b fer s ARG TG B ) Y R
B RN AR N =ACIEE ARG, Al &migmtE . MReE, ARk,
3.1. AUT EEHRHEMN

N TR S R O R E TGS 2 R, AR FCREE T 60 AR EdE, ok 18 i H it
177 AGEIE . BRI IBMEE VRN, TRk 6 X MARER S RIEEEH, LRS54 R
X 1R . X 6 P R FE AR R IS M FE (VPN AR AT R R 7 Z 0, Hoh, Y R
EEFALEE Fis,2s5=1.19, p>0.05; AEFHBMEE ZFARE Fis 05 =029, p>0.05,
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of task item familiarity and difficulty
# 1. ESVRAEE. HEERMEST

BSE bidis

IR N
M SD M SD

i <= 9.35 1.90 5.50 2.89 60
i 9.57 1.82 5.68 3.06 60
K 9.70 1.78 5.55 2.95 60
Je i 9.40 2.02 5.37 2.9 60
WM 9.70 1.70 5.37 2.85 60
AT 9.60 1.98 5.48 2.86 60

25 ) 920G B R H RSk, IERSZIGHE WL 1, BEMEE 2 B 30 FRROIAIVESE . PR R R
2 0 EE AR E AR VR bR v A A R I AT, VRS (R R r) R AT, 4 0.93, HA,
igPEN 0.97, F4EMHN 0.96, ZRIEMH 0.86.

3.2. #3ZMGERMRBEARIL

AR A 70 R IR TS BB RE , o S AR F )°F-35 17 SRR IR) 9 80.86 + 34.02 /M H .
WE RN, REEREREMEDS 19 0004 30 A, &AZCN 123 N, HEE0 19.9%. FoRE Mi s
SN AR AS A Ar 2R 00, T LAASHIF ST B350 B O R . RO (123 N) BN MEFIRE SR AE W 3
K 2 B, BUSEATE R R 2B DS A 3, O T AR KR BT & 15 5 SErid LA TT
BTN B . AW R AR AR E AL 0500 12.64, $Eh AR89 8 13.36, BOHREA ¢ 4656
TN R TR B Bl A2 Xt 48 FH KT S22 v T 32 B M 58 s 4 7K~ (¢ = —2.68, p = 0.008 < 0.05,
Cohen’s d = 0.22). IEEFZPEAE TS5 = T F B PAKF . sl 1S K T sl A A P8k
P H BG40 K TRl it A A3 20 B AN A RS 32 B A A8 s A PR AREAAR s gt sl e ) 4 DA 283

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of social media usage types

= 2. R ER KRR G

AT AR A 2 N M SD
E A 123 12.64 3.22
wshEAEH 123 13.36 2.75

3.3. PR3z A X B R EREIRIZ AR THRIERREER
XTSI BAEHEAT 2 x 3 IR G SRI B I E R ETT Z 08, S HBMERR G55 R LK 3.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of group means

= 3. NEMERER NG

s FE B WA
Ml A taf 7K
N M SD N M SD
iRy 30 4.58 1.27 31 3.47 1.21
Mk 7k ki 30 4776 1.42 31 3.53 1.11
ik 30 5.32 1.54 31 4.38 1.66
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g
p=y
=

30 3.17 1.35 31 2.56 1.23

=
=
=
p=y
2

30 3.78 1.40 31 2.79 1.04

oH
=
=

30 3.52 1.29 31 2.76 1.47

el
=
=

30 3.81 0.99 31 2.84 0.86

I
]
=
=
=y
i

30 4.14 1.23 31 3.11 0.95

ol
=
el

30 4.11 1.01 31 3.44 1.00

FEAS XA FH 2RI AE =AM R AR P I RN B2 . AP TE R e ER RN B3, Fu, s =
12.38, p<0.05, 7, =0.17; {EAREME BIOERBIRE, Fus=9.80, p<0.05, 7, =0.14; {EREHE L
MIEMRRZE, Foso=1735, p<0.05, n,=023. WNFEASMHE LRE, oML 2 4l rE
B3 P A =N S A P A9 O R 3 e T A A S A 2, PRI 2.

CAZ AT AP AE =G 1 4 B i E RN A R 2 . R E B RN R, Fo s =
18.26, p<0.05, 7, =024; FEMFHE EIGFMPEZE, Foug=757, p<0.05, n,=0.11; 7E@EMEL

7 *p<0.05
1
6 #9<0.05 *¥#p<0.01
5 = — W s PEAE A
FPERA
4
<R
& 3
2
1
0 =

ik 75 Bzt Atk

Figure 2. Comparison of scores on three dimensions of creative thinking across

different usage types
B2 TEEALEEHBE=HEBILR
7 *p<0.05
1
*p<0.05 *p<0.05
6 1 #<0.05 — =it
X
. #<0.05 W RS
L PRt
L4
K
mw
3
2
1
0
ik 74 bLEE At

Figure 3. Comparison of scores on three dimensions of creative thinking under
three load conditions

Bl 3. =M T elE By =R SR
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Bi¥e

MIERRRZE, Fo s =646, p<0.05, n7,=0.10. WNFEASE LKA, E=FGORAKTE, GHEHER
YEI =AY FE R & 1O s AT AN B 0, AR R4S 20 RIS, 18 LI 3.

BT eIz e AP AR RIE M BYERE J) = AR B RN R, BT = ANERE B FRNEZ
B K REAT F )5 2 EHLER(LSD fde). Horr, fERWIEL4ERE b, i s B KT B RS2 e <
0.05), RAfrf3 7 WE LT L AR1F5(p < 0.05), (HEm A1 SIS0 2R AR . MR
FE L, e BT AT 2 (p < 0.05)FIE 7348 (p < 0.05), LA i34 S fmifd o 25
AR, EAREEYERE B, AR B TR AT 1320 (p < 0.05)FI L i 155 (p < 0.05), LA farfe
FERAG RS ZE RN R,

P Rl 25 N 1 5 22 A0 A SRR B, A DR R (RS A S B L e 2 47 A KT ] A8 BN TE Bl i
PEIBYE) =AY SRR . BRI, R E R BN AR, Fois =048, p=0.62>0.05,
n, =0.01; FEMRFE EIOSE HAARIAN RS, Fong =030, p=0.74>0.05, 7, =0.01; 7A@ LHZH
BN, Fooug =112, p=033>0.05, 7, =0.02.

4. THe

AT T O T 77 2k Se I T4 R A2 SR K T R R, S S [ S 1 e ke
IR AP 700, 0 S [7) 2 T80 F ek 30 B0 A A P 2% (3 0 Mk ek 30 00 A A ) 2 R ok 3 M A At )
TERIEIE LA = i B (e . A E) R E R

4.1. HZFEFERIR

TEARB T, KA REAE W Sl 5 FH 1~ 7 S B[R] 80.86 +34.02 AN H , 1X—45 1 5 DL FEAH A .
TEVR A R BB L 8 ANBU 19.9%, X — el s DAERF 45 3, UL RS AR & R A
M KRR AR 2 . R LI 46 I I R AT B AR TR 2 A P AR L AR SR A T D AR
M, AT AR R R . KA IO SR (I TR A0 SEAA R BRER I, S EUR2E AE A A0 B
HIE A B T R ER . AT A, REEAELR T2, BRE TEEN AL EEN,
FEAZ IR A A B Tl R R S 4R RE R AN B I BRETFALI A3 98 25 B8 2R 58 DL SO 15
JERYE 1) T EEAIE N T XA A Sk AR . A, FEREAS AT SRR b, M AR KT T s
8 o X R AR LE A AL A B I 2 AT S S5 B BRI AR R IR S 4 g Al
MRE, ESHEAARERD, X850 245 R 5 IS A s 1 LA AT

4.2. HZFEFEEARBSLEHBHEOXR

AHFERIN, T BV BT F QNG B 4EAUT AR5t . MRe AR @ Byt
AN PEAL FH 7 o 1 — 45 R ] 2l €13 7 0 XGE #6455 (Dual Pathway to Creativity Model)#EAT IR AR o
B3 7 I R B ABE Y H AT =2 B AR 0T P K S O B K 3 i« R, RN « 4 - 1T 5 AR A
ARYNSAERT T R B Al FIEER . A O RBAE T GUIE ™ IR AR T8 — A s 72, o2l
DRI ST HAPAT A RN Tl 2 ST o SR 3 Ml B 18 AN 8 ) V2 O 1R U2, FEAN AN 2
) HEAT PR DI R RE T o FLARAEAG IR BR il 5 2 D0 AR A BE (fluency) 5 R i P (flexibility) (¥ 73 5§ ——RlI
AP AE RS R 2, HEBNZNEE . REAEERSE MBS R0 kIR R A
JUANAEITEE , SOPRE E ) AT UR FEFZ IR I BE /0 o HARAEAL 3R bl & 2 Iy F 48 1) J5UR PEAE KT 8 Tu s N
AR, LA NS SRR BT 55 W R (De Dreu et al., 2008).

FEMEAT I RO . VPR EEE BAE AT N . X R AN AN 2 5 AT R 1M AE RE D, A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.163162 476 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.163162

ZEWIRE

HAE TN GG R i R, RESIE “ RIETE” AR S M A Lm RS, TS aiE v R I .
W25 A Dy BU LS BE O 1 T AR, B 7 IR BRI 2 (A R R, AT AT DAAE AL A I 28 AR I 52 2206, IR
FIR . KRR A A M ot IR S B, A B 3O MR BRI AT O T En 4, 2022). #eahPimft
AT e ” AR “A77 (58 AERXMERZ EAVERPRES T, MR LLHRRR P 26 b i 4013
BT, RIEVOEHA, Q& AT “ R AERRAR” . R RS AT IR I 2
PEAE R . e PEAE A AL LI R I BE S, T Ae T SO AR 7R B sm AT ThRESCRFI “ REAIE”
AR EBAAE . RN, BUETEBAER A B AT TR BRI A 55 Sk, th T wah ik
A BEARAE T BN AAE LI T 45z TR <A, PEREE XM Bk Z B PERPIRGS, AR
i [ 4% K 2R S K o B TEVR R A2 TE A5 B HEBRAE AR 2 5h, T30 T R i T,

4.3. 12t BliE 1 B 4RI RN

SRCAZ AT AT, QG ) = AN YEEEREAE S KT AN BTG, MR RS BRI
Tl ) FEMAAE AN [RI 8 1 SR 22 A O BB o R PEAREIL 1 AR I ) P WS IR A5 2 I RE T
e, R A RE T 0G0, RS RE R T AR, HEmE s 51K
PR ZERARE . XA RER BONICIZ 0T 55 1 20 K A5 B RO AN OR K, TR 1k 4 R A B th B AR
WSk S SR, X TR AZ R A AN, 3 B e S R B A A 2 LA 1A B
Wi, JF XA A X 7 k. AR RS 0 MAZIE RS 0, e 19 20 B3 IR TR S 43
DMEAAATIy, AHIEMGEA S BARAG A0 Z AR, B AR 20 4 A0 238 2 F) R M (X AE
IR T A IR GG ) I XCEER R, QI PEAR 55 A A ok BE T DUE R — M RIS . BT oK
SRR A7 A, AT BB R 2R R BRSSP R A4 (De Dreu et all,
2008) o FE LKL T AT ZEH B 2 AOICAZ BRIEER o TR AZAE 55, R E ZMSIZ/E 55 % T AUT
S HITH0, BEE R TARICZ AT REE I AR B AR SCRF BV B AR AOTR BN T, 17 ey S U1 95 173X
FSCRAE o X /RAEXUE B A, ANMRFZH AR5 25 S I R 75 2 e O pATHR R B . A il
e B e, RISF T RE T “ R A RN IR, QLEVERIA SO0 F M. e
PERIASHEEIXPIANYERE T, ARTATAE A B TAAT S Fi i, HESTAAMHEL, 522570
A& ISR RS T ONE M B = e 2 (M AT RER A @ AN, T AR AZ BRI L
FAHE

WEFCE R, AR ISR 5ACAZ S AT Z A A LN AN B 25, X 50t sl A~ — 2.
ARHIE T AR PR HIIRICAZ AT BEAT S 25 ), X P REHE A 1 ARSI ] ST E AN R AZ B AT T Y
PR . TARCAZAE N — MR sA R M ZE R AR, AR R 6 25 1 R I 300 47 fer v A
—FE, SRS IS SR b S, AEICAZ AR AN B AR B AT R

EIRA SR 7 ACAZ e (BN S, R TAR A A Y R Y S AE v R OC &R, A REfT R
REA B (R PR DR R o RIS 0 B AR DA 5 ot (2 v 1325 A28 05 ) 0B o ) AR C A2 A ) AT RE AR 1 AR
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