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Abstract

To investigate how different cultural priming contexts (Chinese culture, American culture, dual cul-
ture, and control condition) modulate the switch costs during language production among bilinguals,
sixty unbalanced Chinese-English bilinguals were recruited to complete a modified digit-naming task
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under four cultural priming conditions. Reaction times and accuracy rates were analyzed using re-
peated-measures ANOVA. A significant interaction was found between cultural exposure condition
and language type. In the Chinese cultural exposure and control conditions, switch costs were larger
for the firstlanguage (L1) than for the second language (L2). In contrast, under the American culture
and dual culture exposure conditions, switch costs were smaller for L1 than for L2.
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1. 5]

To A TERE R NMELE T P RARUT ). 215 S RKEERE PN, ERENMANHE LT, BNk
TN SARAS T — P @ A & 48 s IR, AR E 215 S & W SE B I 0E 5 R T AARM
& B ONAE H R P RS R e B A A bR oK, S8 2 #0155 IR (Bullock &
Toribio, 2009). 1EAGH It B o= AR (L AR A, F8 R TE A —AME 55 BON i FE U4 31 5 — AN BT
BT H BB (BB 7 o IX AR I8 R DN TE LS 5 58 B s B A 8 AN 2 2 S (Meuter & Allport,
1999; Proverbio et al., 2004) . 582 H 38 5 4 0 £ 4 7E 15 5 4% 4 J PR B R 95 1 8 A0 I35 5 DR U I 30
MUREIR o B IR R T H R R R AR I T e S TE BARRE B A [F 038 5 2 (M, 0
BB — P ARG, X — IS 1 oy 2 A AR A XS BRI (Grainger & Beauvillain, 1987). %
TR EE RN, AR FOR £ 0TRSO N5, R 0t AR E D S e S

TEVE 2 NS S iR A AL BRI SR B S 0%, S8 A B RS  i H PR A Y E A E . G
TUGE F 1 H B i 6 (A T R A B iy 2 B T i AT S . — T AU T S X E R
AR K 7 AN b SO i 44 DU T BB RAT S5 R R B, R BRI B T A B AR A 7 v o U L) R
WARAFAE, I 52 B ) 3o sORANC $E U 20 1 15 (Campbell, 2005). 75— 7t LB N —iES . &
B/ HE2ENE B S XGEE NS R, RS 30%H AR K P bR A0 e ay 24T 5%, RILEXL
WEEESS A, M L2 U183 L1 b L1 U133 L2 724 KA N R (Meuter & Allport, 1999).
Philipp & Koch MR 7 kg 8 515 A5 1 RHE AR ) =154, RALRMIEDL RGN, 78 ME
B AEs, RITREN n2 BEEEMRM, KRB b 0HE R T 3524098 5 R OEER
E, TR 2 2 B [ S22 (Philipp & Koch, 2009). Kirk 28 AW 7 5 F B8 0 JE 75 F 25 ks 22 bRtk
FABER FANIGEF S, RASGRN TS e T B B A0 %5, WS B TR AR,
B 21 B v JB i AR AN BE K, [RIHE AT 2 3 AR A AR R0 IR (2 0, Haom T IX ST iE Y “ DG
R SEbR RIS T IABNEE E S EEIALE, IR S R IE LA SRR (Kirk et al., 2022).
Chang %5 NI 1BV - SCHEPETO0ERS, R SO IR RGBS (4 SR - RRMEE -
R R BT 5) I & A AR AL &, R I i 4 T IR AR B R AR AR 1A Sk e BRI BOf AR B 5
AR5 BT S B B, 108 I 28 2 8w At i 7 Al B 25 1) ERP AN 43 A R (Chang et al., 2016) . Han
S NIAR T 31 2 JEAEAE DB B R E 16 - JOEXGE#, 8 i) 3 (5 >3 5P RS e ) A1 22 0T 45 (1
R4 AEFIBIE - IR . Go/No-go), K IUANE BEAT ARSI 163 70 5018 B SCHERS FE 4 fE =

ik
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TE DR 40 7 T R I H B v A%, T I A A D e 40 2 50 ) N A I 428 ) 7 THD SR I BE 4 (Han et al,
2022). SRR R) 2, BTG RN A R A B 2 T U IR 1R 5 05 7 H A IR E RS e 4 v i 1 1
FEH .

% JC A IR A8 AN H il A1 SR SC AL T 3 B X 8 S Ak ik 03 3R AT B B AT AR L 4 TR 4 1 0 0
(Leung et al., 2008). 124 M1k, FEMEH 7 =FiaCREBHAZ XA HiZiEA. BRIEAHEB)
e FHZIE AR RV X 3 B RS H il RHZ 8 R AN ETR R IR E AT S, TSR 3hiE
MRALE LIS W E 2 5 & 2R B SO f . PR, A 50 R F SO0 E 3l a SR 2 a0 th
20,

X AH ST LE D FIHL AR A B o (] B A B T BR A 22 70 SCAR R B0 AR 15 35 15 77 H P i R A 4 X AN R
AT G AEE— 0¥ I el S AR AR DA (P& P Ve o 75 BB 7= A, S A Y 78 V5 A e 5 A A
AR BT E PR A 2 S B EH (Green, 1998) AR IXIEAL, RUEFHH AN FIEANLHILE T fEX0E
IR, B AR S TR S RV RAE, U 0 gk B M ) 1K S G () SR AE——
T PN 80 1Rl ARG A B384, ATATT —Fh i 5 BT BER A (Colomé, 2001; Hartsuiker et al.,
2004; Kantola & van Gompel, 2011; Misra et al., 2012). 7ESLIEFES, XUEH R EIRLRINHAEBIRES
W RGEREE. B0, JEEARE S RIES T ERE S RAERERE. — BIEERE S ZRHH, P
B S R EEACHEA T, WO SR B AR S EXOEE fe E BRI o i ANE
IS4 H DL AR T AR PRI R AR I RSB RAR1E 5 R S S R BAE S, i
FAGRIE T I A TR A G AR JE AR IE F

bR 7 AFRIE S RGO A AN 24k, ARG 5 (B i A7 458 ) 2 S M A e 6 () B N R 3R
—IWUERTHE A T 32 ZARPETN S RE, SR SO 2 T B AR B R AR AT 55, W RAE PR (A —
FUER K G A HE P 5 (A 0 88 /KO B2 h 3EAT B 1R1E L 25(Liu et al., 2020), KIPPFEE T 85 H54R
WER, FEARMPRAGE N AFAEAER AR F AU (L2 AR BER), TR RAGEE T B 1 xRk
AR, XSCRRIFY R T BiENMAE SR UL, Han S8 ANK 1 31 A58 16 - SOBEXGEE, o T H
T A R ORI ) R B TS B ) A AR R T, TR R AR TR R e e R
HH B G RN RO R S B A ), X S A OC T XUE A R ) 3 N T 1 8 A A B B 00— 2 (Han et al.,
2022), IXEESTEGHS N I RS R UL B T SCRF(Green & Abutalebi, 2013). HRYE B G RS, RUE
FHoWEHE SRR, DA B3 TE H FA S 7 K (Green & Abutalebi, 2013; Tim-
mer et al., 2019).

Bk, At RSB P m A ES LS, Wi 2 0 &R i g2 & 1w = e
fro MbAN, ARBFITE AR — 0 B & R B U R A 2 B2 B S 9 e 21 1 R s A i e
FAIH . AW T R 2 B A BRE G H AR IE S EUR DL R R ST G 5 51 S R 1) 3% SR AR
2 TSR o ARAR I IS I B A, FEAESP AT OUE R, B AL L1 7E L2 44 I8 75 22 ORI,
R AE D) e m] L1 I 55 280 K A D) it 7] (Green, 1998) . BRIk, FRATTFUN, 75 RFHE SCAL 2 55 Fdahi &4 T,
AR R I AR TR, L1 AN KT L2, FFE, 78 HFRiE SCHADBUE ST AR, i
WG AR, ARBERANE: L1 SRR N T L2,

2. %
2.1. #iR

HRHE G*Power 3.1.9.7 (Faul et al., 2007, 2009) AT AT IR M, 245 RKH 28 & 5 B LN P&
BN (f = 0.25, o = 0.05, power = 0.80), FULIAZ 1 60 BiEFRE KT AE. TGS 58 B AEHE RIGES,
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TN EFFURTE R B IS 252 IE I SEIE HE A AGFI T, WA IERE SR E R IR, HEME.
RSB E RIRAG . S5 H ARG R, B 7R IaE g, Xt — I A )Rk
FEEE WAL BT 2N IEEKF SR . 258 K000 R L3082 (M =551 +
10 4. SERRTHRE T ATA 2 55 MBI MERE . WE S 58 R RBAT SRR 20040k, &
KFEA N 58 L5 5024 4 B, FIHER =2223 +229%, {EH: 18~25 %). IEREKH, 5%
SERR T — iR, SPABATIAE L1 AT L2 BRI, B 3. SRe 1T EM AR 1) WERA S SR
Rk, Hrh “57 FoR “AEEBET . ‘17 Ror AT . Wilcoxon fF SRS ok, L1 A L2 7E
B I Re B0 EVPAGERFEREES, WAS 5H NAEFEIGES .

Table 1. Mean (SDs) ratings of language proficiency across the four language skills

= 1. MUUE S HEEE S G E T D (EE)
EE A L1 L2 p
Wy 4.86 (0.32) 2.38 (0.65) p<0.001
Ui, 4.56 (0.63) 2.55 (0.67) p<0.001
o4 4.76 (0.32) 3.10 (0.33) p<0.001
5 4.13 (0.55) 2.12 (0.67) p <0.001

e HRES R 1 (ARERE] 5 ARF ).

2.2. SEWERF

S, S 5E AU G AT S RN 252 T SCHR BB, AR5 B A L1 8K L2 Ay 4B
P T(0~9) (LKl 1), fH DMDX 6.4.0.1 Y& Hd . S04k 3 BRI FE R 2 BEE AT H FRE SCT R I
g, W2 A EEN, AFEIRM. 5. FE. Bk, FEEM. A5, BRI (Leung & Chiu,
2010). BRHESCAE HARE ST T BB BRI AL 72 TR EBEE SO EUR (R 36 0 BEE SCAGHIE)
72 5k HARE SCH MR (R 36 XF HARE SCAGHIEOT ) o X T X SO R 87 26 1F, MR T 72 kIR (36
SRBHESCALE AT 36 Gk HARESCILEL R, 28R, CAfRS 5 5 76 AT ELi il mn K B ab Bk 5 9
FSCAG I EIG . EFEHIRAET, 72 U ETEAE b Rl . SR50 5 A BN 2 5 3 B PRod A 1
¥ EUR o KBRS 26 E . BRI DA — A 28 500 R0 ) B A ELS TTG, Bl S 205 S0 EE
2000 AP, BSOS KRR RISK B F— SO P Tk UG, T SUEE ST A 5 5 S A % R S0
—% 3k B SCAE R BIVT L R o F 25 AR08 e SIS TE ST = X LT R . 25 100 Z R0
bR SE, I ANFLL 500 =R IMfm AL R: O IRERSSENHT Ay, EE7ERM
T (S - 18 5 SRS 538 T TP D. BEGZ 500 =2 A%, ARG RRE L 28
—/NE, FFEE 1000 255, TR ZR S 5 E MR 4 2R nT Reti Hitkffth iy 22 1%807 . &3 500 R0
TAZME, EMSEFHI, R N MR E. s23d, BRI SCHIESL R D AR IR O
EE M FEFARIR(LI-LT 8% L2-L2) F¥like SO NS S 51— MR R (L1-L2 8¢ L2-L1). #
AMELLIRIR A A EABIURI A L1 IR, L2 4, L2 dE56He. L1 4. M GH 52 96 Mk,
AL E 384 MNRBEIRIK . SCERSE A AR I8 “L1-[L1]-[L2]-L2-[L2]-[L1]” - >RHAH[H
5E A B AER A7 8 R RN 2 AR IR T R LI (I “L1-L1-L2-L2-L17 ), [RII 5 B AT 55 e ki 5 (0 I 2L
M(M4E “L1-L2-L1-L2” ) (Mosca & de Bot, 2017). A R LA BEH LT 2. 1ESLIaTdi T4, 2
RS EELIWERFRIES] 95%LA A BEHENIESES . IERSRIRFFSEZ) 50 708t
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Figure 1. Experimental timeline for the revised version of the digit-naming task

B 1. SRR F o 2 ESHSLIR a2

2.3. BUROHT

A ARSI AR V10 T 54 I (R 5 P 2 T RV P390 S B E A5 8 1 3
SR EL IR R SEIN A T 200 SERP ORI LB R R, HE— S 4 P 4908 2.5 bt 220)
R YR B (Wang etal., 2014). FRAREKEHERbRHE, 52000 BB MHI RS e 0T . 17 Hcdm
HEFT T 5 50 H7 R R TE .

3. &R

T N AT T 4 CUREFE A BRESC. BARESCE. WE SO, #EHI%&HF) x 2 (BEF 2R
e L1, L2)MWEFNETT Z5IT(E 2). S5 R BRI REEFAM BN BEF (3, 171) = 4.779, p =
0.003, n,* = 0.077). X F I BEE AR R 25000 T I A AR R T B ARE SCH(p = 0.03 1) FIXUE SCAK 22 5 5%
fH(p = 0.010). FHIZEAT T 7K, HAEBAUN KT BARTE X (p = 0.018) FIXUE ST AV B i o
fF(p=0.001). ARSI TR #5255 1F 2 ] (3 3 ARAN P R LA S35 (BT ps > 0.655) . X LR IR, #H
X T HARE SCFIE ST 26 fF,  REVE SO0 B RN 1) 2% AR S 25 38 n 1 6 45AXAM o

Table 2. Descriptive statistics (mean RTs in ms and SDs) for non-switch and switch trials across L1/L2 and the different
priming conditions

F 2. NEBEFHT L1/L2 ISR RO EIR M 5t (P R (M) MR EE)

L1 L2

T LEEi iy AN i et KA
BB 705 (121) 743 (145) 38 (47) 801 (126) 818 (121) 17 (64)
HARiE Sk 671 (156) 670 (161) -1(57) 735 (105) 752 (167) 17 (57)
WA A, 677 (101) 673 (134) —4(52) 763 (118) 781 (135) 18 (41)
il 2 A 701 (152) 733 (125) 32 (35) 789 (112) 806 (109) 17 (37)

BERMNEBNALE@P=0.817). EEME, TURERMSIES R ML EEHZEF G,
171)=7.524,p<0.001,1,°=0.117). H/GtuI iR, 7£BHEIRRER KM (p = 0.045) M= %1 (p = 0.042)
N, L1 MRS B KT L2, MLk, 76 HbRE LR S = 0.016)FIXE AL R 4@ =
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0.011) 1, L1 MFHAM EZNT L2, KRR, EIASUREZM T, AN R IE AR
Ptk BARTE, FERRESCI R EE MR, L1 A L2 B ar sy, mire 3 AsiE SOt
FIAKMN, L1 P AE R L2 AR A AL

[FIRE, AW IEFZRWHEAT T 4 COCBRFR R T BHESCH. BFRTE SO, XESCE . f26) x 2 GE &
R L1, L2)WEEMETT Z 0 Mr. B T80 ASE BN AN 2 (LA 3).

Table 3. Descriptive statistics (mean accuracy and SDs) for non-switch and switch trials across L1/L2 and the different priming

gﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%#TLmzE%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm¢mﬁﬁﬁﬁm$mmm$ﬂﬁ££)
L1 L2
T L (i A4 et KA
BER AL 0.98 (0.04)  0.98(0.06)  —0.001(0.08)  0.94 (0.08) 0.92 (0.07)  —0.02 (0.06)
HARiE A 0.97 (0.07)  0.97(0.06)  —0.001(0.07)  0.94(0.05) 0.94 (0.06)  0.001 (0.05)
WS 0.97(0.07)  0.96(0.08)  —0.003 (0.04)  0.96 (0.08) 0.95 (0.06)  —0.01(0.04)
Pl %A 0.96 (0.05)  0.97 (0.06) 0.01 (0.07) 0.91 (0.08) 0.92 (0.08) 0.003 (0.05)
4. g

AW TR R AR T i T4, R T 2030 306 X0E 51577 H A B e s m . 6 B
WEAT 7 4 COR RS BRECh. BARBE . WESC, #3614 x 2 (BF AL L1, L2)WE
HIETTZ 00, DRI AN . ST bR F M, T R ERUN 23 BRESCH R A A i 5%
PR AR KT B ARE SO S AR IR Sk 264, Tt ot U R R 2 2 R . SR T SUh 2R
M SET R EAEN, SRR, BARMNE, G CAAFERI KT, L1 AN K
FL2; MHZ N, 7EBWRE SRR SR, L SR N T L2,

SER BRSO R B SR BN R, BRSO B R SR T IR AN KT H AR S SOOI SO
B, PEIE T B A B KT H RS E SO RO E SO 5 E . Xk, . BRAIERE
B A BESRAY T — PR R A RN TAE R, BESR AN LE VB AL e 4ot Fof =5 2 o I B 528 ) [ 46 I B 1k
T 52 350 i PRI I SR B R R e A o 420 2 A0 b TS Z B SCA 51 5, RIREZESRE T — A
€ HARALI N TR, Dbt =4 1 RIS A A o AHELZ R, 80— A E SO AR T8 SO )RR 3L
b7 57 BRI AT BX Pl e — BRSO AE S, (AN R Gu A T S M0 FEORE LIRS, ek V8 A 2 6 e 75 R
FNRT A, EATAE TN . XU IR AL TR R B, SO D B A RN L R iR
PEARRE M, BT T NGB ARSI 40 A wp (0 DA S0 7 R R, X5 Se AT R T U R R I K
25 A 2R I B M XGEAE & T A 7 —F(Liu et al., 2021). A, SUESCALAIAME L B 58 55 KA
0 R T RN LS R e 4 AR A G I, T B — AR P ST 7 45 DU 3 S AR A 140 n T2 ] X (Benet-Martinez et
al., 2002; Nguyen & Benet-Martinez, 2013).

HEEERE, R T RENZEAERSN, XS5 BAImE, 7ERHE S|
AR, L MR B AT L2, IR HIEGIAL, JEPDUEE 7E L2 7=t 75 EE A0 5 5 (1 41
)42 1) R R i B8 LA 341 L1 (Green, 1998). 4B f5 V) 4elal L1 B, 5525w X kx40, 2 L1 AH
YT L2 AR AR . iU — 8, ARG RERERGFG T, L WiERRNEEST
L2, ARWFFRIX — 25 RA0 5 0 3T — L SRR S S A B AL A5 10— 5. — DU AT 70 IR T AR BRI
JEXE RS SCACTE B T R R i 2 A 5%, MR BIAE U —BURAF T L2 B AN TR, 1 e
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TR S LA RUONAE S B N ORFEA AR . IR s JCRE IR H AR, R B SR R T I S M
AR B MEFEH], TR TE T S0 HI AL N VS BBl (Liu et al., 2021). 55— T 70 (3@ iF B XUE S
T 4 AR P2 A TR S BB B, SCRF T AR AR Y, X 5 2R R DG T 4 ) A ARV E A
SR RS E F T4 1 37K —F(Chang et al., 2016).

TERHE U R Bh 24 ORI T 28R, L BRI FIRE KT 120 3% — 45 5 nT DUl s 3™
B SR AR (Collins & Loftus, 1975), ZHR I NICAZMES @ BT SN LR, BUSIREIX
SRR R AR AT I B FERHE BB T, XHERE LB RIUENBERENESR, S8 5%11
S L2 B L1 jhn 7 58 K], X ROk ST L1 BRI AR

A, AE BARTE S AR SR B 26 1F T, L1 AR AR B AR T L2 axX — ] DLid i i) 4%
R AT OE 3 ORI R A RE(Collins & Loftus, 1975; Green, 1998). ARFEMHIFEHIIR, HRE T HbnE
AR 2R B R B R T PRI SCALZRZR N, L1 AR 0SBl 0 55, 10 L2 AR 15 50 32 5 0 7 B S S A 4
MBEY S AR E, BARMESCHRS L2 ME&RSCEEE %), BRIKT L1 RS KT
Rk, FEAEFH L2 B L1 S sl issilisob, SEW)kbE L1 MM E N, Mk, 7EMH L1
L2 jitafin 7 SR 0H], X AR FHUT L2 BRRFEHA

WU SCA R RIS H ARG SO 2 B R, X R 22 TR AT L1 AR e A S L2
FH 2 B3 %5 B0 (Chang, 2013; Kartushina et al., 2016). ARYEBE #0318 (Collins & Loftus, 1975), L1 1ER
T HEEANONES, AfE LA BB RICIZMY, 52 B E AR s . BIAEZEXY
HIAFRTE T, BHE S L1 2 a8 57 (A2 [ BEAE SCBRATI AR 580K, 4ERF T L1 AR R JE 4R s /K
[FIEF, L2 R H bR IE SO RIS BTG o 7 e 10 S, FRAE A48 BT i 4 o 7 s K
FR A HD P2 AL (Green, 1998), L2 BUH 7K TR M 22 R AE L1 7= H R AT S s ) 4l il o 24 9] 46 [l
L2 B, Z5#% FEFARE KMERIME], S8 L2 PAEE RPN, M2 T, L1 MR Bes e
FI L2 BB d A D, SECLL RS N, R, RS R LR R AR B, (2 L1 e
SR A R IR B 1) L2 R FEEH, 8T 5 HARE ST AR . Ak, B0 RUE SO AL
S HhRiE SRR B, AR IR — NS AR RAE S . Bk, ARAEBEEE Y B2 (Collins
& Loftus, 1975), L1 {ENF 6 S AR HCIZ ML, JeREEe m ik 280w A, M RG220 FIA N
Beifie SEONSCHERE, XESUWE R FEBE TSI T U SR S I gy, FTRE T B0 s —So g bR
TR . A4S S S % R 3 (Green & Abutalebi, 2013), XFREAHEARMHRMN “NEE SR 1
CTEVERERIB Y AR, ik N RIS, 6 B SRR R R AR S T BRE SO E Bk
TSR E, RN VI R H ARIE SO R R R, IR, IR B RN St — 2B Rk T I b
PER IR . Rk, ME SRS HARESCHARERE R, R T AMAE R 4o s B B
TR AT AN FN A ISR B 45 R IX R IR B SR R B 2 S B R F AR AN, X T LA ik
RUTE 255 A S AZ B s R AR AL SIE R T o AT TAT B 1) B S A 155 35 L ] 90 34 1 o 2 40 3o 2 oo F) 1 1 4%
i, e IS UE S B b 1) RS S AR R T ORRRGE . A, X ek I AT N TR B A
FNZRITUE ,  DABRE 1 U 3 A4 i s o R 5 o e K

UeAh, ARG RY e T BE AR, 2RI SO B2 T T 15 A i d I R A ) ) O
155 3 (Green & Abutalebi, 2013). WUELH 110 5 55 5 FH AN 2 18 1928 AR R 5 B & R R 300
OB —2,  BIXUE ZARYR IG5 7 R RIS AR gzl B TiB SR sh, AW bR T S0k
AR L1 A0 L2 FRIAE R0, AT 5O Ffr 7 B 40 428 1), S 2EAS [F) 2% A0 T 72 AR AN IR ) S 4 AR B =X
T IR R, AT I 4 SR SO I R S B XNGEAE 5 0 T AE SRR HINESE , $h T T & A R
AR
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A FAFEE TR, & Ef B A e, DI e R BT B AR 18 S Rk 7. Bk,
FANRTEFESEH, XRE 78R M E D E B XA T —— Azl e 1 FIE 5 2425
FERIAE S 22 57 T e 2 U SO B R 5B RN Z RIS &R . R RIZ, AT 00E LTt
SZRT HHTFEAR M N AR R4 AR PR RE ) o KA G ) FARBEAARHE S i 55 (R R R
W PETXGERS, HTHEES RGILEAIE S KE, SRR TR FE i L1 IR L2”
Bk RIEIE R, FREH AN R T RETH R B R s X T2 EXE#, AR ARG M) D) e
IR AT AR IR ST R AR T A e R s i T BT A E TG 3, L2 SCAGER R it FE ) 43 AT e PR (R I
BRI R M, AT 55 24 BT SRR JE Bh RN . AR TS i — 20 B 5E F R E . SO K
T AR R AN IR SO 2R BB I A s i e . K, WBIRAERE, AW AR K FH Dh RE R
PG RANTAT NEHE . A ME AR LN, FATEIE B B S Ak 3 SRS i 54 4 i 7 o o 4]
ANE S WG I 4o, X BRI T BRAT B e 2 ML B9 HEL#(Cohen, 2017; Logothetis, 2008). A KA
FURTAE B AR AR O AL GBI N2/P3 73 43 5 i S s -5 4k AT B B ) HR 318 BR Gl vE AR 2058 IR ik
PEVEVE B ORNS) S Dh R MW R AR G L0 Bl 5 A 40 7 2 A5 A% 0o il X)) 55 2 AR T B, O i 2
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