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Abstract

The usage-based model holds that children acquire language in communication, the process of
language acquisition is related to the frequency of language contact, and the unit of language ac-
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quisition is the form-function pairings. This study selects the natural corpus of a North American
child in CHILDES, a children’s corpus, and extracts all the structures containing “no” and “not”
produced by the child and her parents, then examines the acquisition characteristics of negative
expressions and negative functions, as well as the acquisition pairing of both. The results show
that in the process of negative expression acquisition, simple language forms are prior to complex
forms; in the process of negative function acquisition, the on-site based functions are prior to the
off-site based functions; the acquisition of negative forms and functions is influenced by the input
from parents. The negation acquisition unit of children is a form-function pairing, and the
preemptive phenomenon affects the acquisition sequence of different language forms that under-
take the same function. Research shows that English children’s negation acquisition is consistent
with the usage-based model.
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1. 5

MERT . By DN S Y EER NS . 5T FI T, St NG e
AR TS E IR, Gl R I AR A I sE Arid[1]. ETE AL, S ARG F AR not, no,
never, nothing, nowhere, none Z5iJC, ¢-n’t, un-, im-, in-, ab-ZFiA%E[2]. EIRE L, BHRIES TN
€ DhRe SR AE T HES AL AR B AR ME M) [3]. BB MEFE SN, TENSREGEE. 5
SE SR RE S b 58 G R E RN [4].

TR JLEMTE S H ISR, @H 18 N HH 24 A H RHJLE LI IR 5 E[5]. Klima 55
(1996) /2 5t LR VE LB 7 08 I I I 2 — o TR BIAE LB R B AR 5 e )y, ¥ [R2B R, HA
BB IEFFE[6]. Pea (1980)#R#E JLETE S AT AIRM TR ERAKIAM=AF 2D Re: LR L. A
FEAERITRIN[T] B LB KN RE IR R, A 1B ~J 191X — R A5 € Th e . 515 5 IR I EHE R,
JLEEEIHELIX — DR, JEok, AMATIITAE FH 45 e ki Ja PR 5 v 2GR WA R NIV 2. 72 R 2
PRSI, AT A 250 i R P SR EAT I T [8] [9] -

Batet Al Grau (1995)% T J5 U A1 S HA AL, #5274 20 & 30 AN H K ELE X 5 e 18 5 450410 3
FS4RFAE[10]; Loder (2006)id it ) L& %F 75 1 (19 KA FIEIE 7T T 15 & (1 21 19 #2[11]; Cuccio (2012) 3 i i
FiEE P EEREXN I, WA T HEJFHINHI[12]. RE R E JHHR TR ARZ , (HEMERRTT
— AT T ORVE LB I 5 8 T BT € DRE I SIS, SXOANR) T AT e 45 ) LB 5 8 SIS 4R Ak,
ZH R R A T LENSERIE, A B LE A BRGNS L, B GFIERERE. M
EEE AT DO SR B AN E AN, i) LEES eI, 3 BHR S SIS [13].

BT HNE IR R ETE S MBS TE[14], VBT I8 EHE . RIGERAE S EHHENARE
EEREN. KRN RIE T EREENEM. JLENIHF RN AR - IR, PE AL
WO o 1B F RUUYE T4 ) R S M ATRHE R 206, TR R AEEAIR[15]. HAT, &M O
5 TP 2 RIS IR, (BT EER S, EE BRI A A

il
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Ve
B, ABFREEULEERE CHILDES H—&db3s JLE A EARIERL, LM &Ik S
RS T VR, AR S 76 R CLF M, 1) 355 )L 575 2 WA S A Fe g i e 2) 3
VE LB 75 T A S R A T 2 3) SEIE LTS TS T DA S A R T I B
2. IRAE

2.1. WisRiESs
A CHILDES $t# 2 [16], ASHIFULLHE 1 — 4 @ WHO R LDUE K LE R B RER, K — 22018
FrERREA G SN K BRER, WY E L SOEWNAKNERER . B LEBEAFENE 15
INo

Table 1. Basic information of the target child
1 BRRILBEELRER

JLE 4 5 HA4E A AR IX 7]
Naomi @ 1968.06 1: 00~5: 00
AW HIAER T )L E 75 8 20k DL A BEXT LB H N5 58 ik . ) LEE R 48 %70 oy 3
MERE, HTFRXBFESRICSRE, SEREASHI ISR, REHEREREE R a8
E)LE—% 2 X AR LEM ARG IER, A4 7 )LE S EiER 1185 %4, RAGEIE
*l 452 %,

22. BEFASDK

T HE S CHILEDS HFTA L 3E TG Rl LE AR, AR, 7EJLE FIME S Rk H,
7€ RIS HAE no 251 H0 not Z544 . Hor, no 2544 AR no JHii] . no x. no B >JiH; not Z5 AR
IIARARR, AR5 not(x). don’t 45#4. can’t S5RRITIE . HIT not (1) LAt g m iRl 7 ) L3 (11 15 HE B
BRI, SRR TFiTie.

(—) no 4t

(A) no i
1) MOTHER: You put your pen down and you get it.

“URIBCFARINEE, AERETE
CHILD: No.

»

“AN. 7 (Naomi,3; 02)
(B) no x (x $5 H BILAE 75 52 1] )i F) 1] 1)

2) FATHER: Those kitties don’t have any balloons.
“OMLEREBR A AEAT IR 7
CHILD: No balloons.
“HAHASER. 7 (Naomi, 1; 11)
(C) no 112115
3) MOTHER: Okay. And try not to drop the microphone
IR, WEAERERE . 7
CHILD: And he was no longer solid.
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“if HARA L5927 . (Naomi, 4; 07)
(=) not Z5#)

(A) not (x)
4) FATHER: You’re going to go night night.

CREEERMER T . 7
CHILD: Not.
“A. 7 (Naomi, 1; 08)
5) MOTHER: Are they cooking oatmeal?
“HbAEE A
CHILD: They’re not cooking those.
“HbAITEA TR L, (Naomi, 2; 05)

(B) don’t 4514
6) FATHER: How do we make the candles burn?

CRAT BRI L R R 2 7
CHILD: I don’t know.
“HAHIE. 7 (Naomi, 2; 11)

(C) can’t 45 #4y
7) MOTHER: Take the baby out over the top of the crib.

“HEELNEUR R

CHILD: Can’t.
“AM4T. 7 (Naomi, 1; 09)

2.3. BEINRED
R Pea (1980)#2 HH I E B ThRE 4028, AW AT EEME T =1 ThEeds. ML

5 un
(—) BLAE L EFANRIER YR SN B LEIR AR .

8) MOTHER: Want me to kiss it?
BRI 7

CHILD: No.
“ANE, 7 (Naomi, 2; 00)
(=) AR feRIITEE S MBS P A AL

9) MOTHER: Okay?
“hpng? 7
CHILD: Will you not be in here?
“IREAEIXE” (Naomi, 4; 07)
(=) Bk SERRIE BB B TS AL
10) FATHER: What are the cat and dog saying to each other?
IR AN RAAE A AT A e ? 7
CHILD: They’re not saying anything to each other.
“CHATTEA R BAETIE. 7 (Naomi, 4; 09)
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24. HRAE

T, T R LE X T 15 8 25 A I 15 B, V8 R4 HR B[R] [X ] 432854 1: 00~2: 00, 2: 00~3: 00,
3:00~4: 00, 4:00~5:00. AHFFEHERIEAT T =F 047

ST 1 BIERIROE JLE R E KR . ABEFR T FTE & A S id e M 2 e gh, e
T 2 BB SR B R EARLE R, W 2.2 fiR. ARFFRHR T & e R A A AR

ST 2 BEET)LEER A E A FEThEE M HIURUR R, RN 208 7 s A TE AL 15 R AN R ThRE I
fEFAIE, DL T RS0E )L 2 W 1155 2 ThAEH . AR¥E Pea (1980)42 H (1532, AT 7t 44 IR 6 /2%
AFAER A=A T BEINREHE R T 5 e g5 kAT 43 28

ST 3 RFET AT € TR IR AP, F8RILELTLIERA - ThReE iy IR 8. A
WHFETHE T AR IEHE— 75 € D Re I AN R 75 58 S5 A B4 FH AR, A1) LB PR 73 08 RIS IS DLIEAT T EE
3. iR
3.1 o 1 BERAN IFIE

A CLAN B, AW SR 70t ik MBL T e 4. % 2 Son 7R ER A F G €
LERIRER, 3% 3 R TAE 4 AN TE] X TE] Y Naomi i A [A] 2 75 5 1] 1) - 24 4 FE A

Table 2. The use frequency of negative structures by adults

F* 2. RABELHMERGR

no 4514 not 45 IS

R GER 151 (33.41%) 301 (66.59%) 452

Table 3. The use frequency of negative structures by children
= 3. LEBEEMFERME

JLEERL 1: 00~2: 00 2:00~3: 00 3: 00~4: 00 4: 00~5: 00

no 454 108 (55.38%) 175 (35.57%) 139 (40.76%) 37 (23.57%)

not £5#4 87 (44.62%) 317 (64.43%) 202 (59.24%) 120 (76.43%)
M 195 492 341 157

M2 ATUAE H, ONER not S5 R IR i T no S5 M40 . ARG, AN E 2143 not 1)
H R T, ik not S5 BFEET no 454 . FLIR, no S5 AR IR 7 E I, FREE
E B HIRIE: not S5 H W HIBER) P S E, A TUIEE ML A SR

7f 1: 00~2: 00 [X &), Naomi F=Ef# F no £544, Muial e i HBUIRAR &, F T8 e EahF RN
2, WAL FR:

11) MOTHER: Would the elephant like some coffee?

X R GAR e 2 7

CHILD: No.

“A. ” (Naomi, 1; 08)

EX— XA A JEH, Naomi (1) no Z5#4 BLH I no x 2544(8%), 41T Frs:

12) CHILD: No flopping around.
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“ANEELBN. 7 (Naomi, 1; 10)
13) FATHER: Does that Kitty have a balloon?
RSN ARG ? 7
CHILD: Have balloon?
A7 7
CHILD: No balloon.

“WAHSBK. 7 (Naomi, 1; 11)

FESPHT LI not A5 A4 HTERLNS, A FT R BLRR 7l 80) not Ahis] 75 5 7] 1 30(0.5%) , fie i HE LAY
7 don’t (70%) A1l can’t PA A4 I 30(25%)  (EAFIER RIS, W I IE S O B A ANF . Don’t

gE# L) don’t like A1 don’t want X FTE R N, can't EMIH DL can’t x IX— TR I, —F#E= 38,
.

14) MOTHER: We’re going to have a birthday party.
CEAVE AL HIRXS . 7
CHILD: Don’t like it.

“ARERE. 7 (Naomi, 2; 03)

fE 2:00~3: 00 [X[f], not 454 A AR TE. No 5449, no x ({3 B 34 £ (27%), HEL T no +
AR . JLEAMUBE 5 E LEhF KRS, IER/ERLEEA B H A B E IR . InA5) .
15) FATHER: Is that what you said?
AR ARG ? 7
CHILD: No | was a baby.
“A, BEANZ. 7 (Naomi, 2; 11)
F4h, WHILTLE no Z AT I FIBIRIE.

16) MOTHER: Does Raggedy Ann have wings?

“Raggedy Ann & # g2 7
CHILD: That no.

“IAZ. 7 (Naomi, 2; 09)

FEIX—HF A, not A Ah 48 i 7 S ARZ 8 7R ) LEE FIRIAH, W1 doesn’t (3%). didn’t (6%)#H won’t
(2%)5% .

3:00~4: 00 [X &), not 45#45 no LKA AT LG 227 A K. Herr, no 5K 3 E LA no AiA| Al no + 4J
THEAXEI, no x KIFEJLFH k. Not M A EOINMYE, 4amkial o040 2 4F, A &
58 T ) HE IR S B

4:00~5: 00 [X [, no ZEHRIME A NI, not S5HG AL AT . No By 2JiE I,
17) MOTHER: Okay. And try not to drop the microphone.

PN, R,

CHILD: And he was no longer solid.

“If LARANE S5 T . 7 (Naomi, 4; 07)

Not 254 dr, H4ams A AR BN e, B gk B, 0 wouldn’t. shouldn’t &5, JLE
Xt 2 A A B B A R .
SRR, FE JLE RS ERIE AR LN @R R ISRV B, H no MiE kIR
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KRS ERNE N, FEEILERREK, not GHIEZEEIN. JLEMNMIETR EFIG, B IEE E R
R,
3.2. o 2 BEINEERN I FT1E

FF FRCES, AR LEIEE R HIETE B EREHITR . BTHBEREHZ
RHERE R, ACEEEMMST T2, eNIgE—0Z8h “B” . Ko ENT e e
MR RE, BfE4e/22 1L NAEEMTIN.

ARG T RNERA LB IER P B E R IR, £ 4 B TRAGEREFIES
TEDRERIBEALLE], £ 5 2T LEALAFRFER X EMEFAARF T ED IR .

Table 4. The performance frequency of negative functions by adults

4. AT EINREL BRER

hee EiEE s AETE FESIN
N E R 205 (45.35%) 9 (2.0%) 238 (52.65%)

Table 5. The performance frequency of negative functions by children

5. JLEGEIhREH IR

R X [A] a4/ AETE FESIN BRI

1: 00~2: 00 132 (67.69%) 2 (1.03%) 23 (11.79%) 38 (19.49%)
2: 00~3: 00 205 (41.67%) 4 (0.81%) 223 (45.33%) 60 (12.19%)
3: 00~4: 00 113 (33.14%) 5 (1.47%) 190 (55.72%) 33 (9.67%)
4: 00~5: 00 53 (33.76%) 19 (12.10%) 81 (51.59%) 4 (2.55%)

T4 EIR, BNECE AT E DRI LA LT IA, AAFER H IR .

7E 1:00~2: 00 PIAFEREIX (], L2 3B 5w RIAIELE/AE 1k, FLH IR 5 Brf 5 € 1615 1 68%. B
ez 4h, Naomi tHH 752 85 R FRIE T IN(12%) . AAELEHILSIRIR D, A A 1%.

ZJa, 15 AR 2 g SR FIA THINIX — TRk, JLE I e I W H AR ETh e, 144/
B8 EIX —ThRE R & LR IR TAR0E . AAAERIAIERTE 4: 00~5: 003X — X [A] tHEL 1 BH S 1) 3G Kt 34
(12%).

RS, JLE e SIRIELA/ AR R ThRE, TECIRRIATIRES, X IR T AEEM IR, =FIhREm)
o LU B A 00 3 A U T B N T A5 A T R A P B 43

EAERNE, B LB R I K IR TR B T LI M5 5 FRIA R A K R 7 i LA
Ab, ZIMR R LE LM T 5 e AT RERIA M hRE
3.3. S 3 BEFZENER EThEER I BRI

0T 3 b T T AN TR S e i Bt DLCERITE 4 ANMER B E . BT not 254 not
(X)~ don’t Al can’t (A A BUATUR AR, (HAS 3 RIS MG LN RE LB A B35 2206, IR U IX =% 5 no
SERYFEF) — R RX DU R X RE. & 6 R 1B R AN [F 5 2 ThRE AT EL & 1 #5158 25 8 1Y) o
tbo & 7~9 435028 7 &AM DR, ) LELEAS R A AR08 DX ) P 45 FH &N 15 08 S5 M IR AR

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.117426 3133 HURIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.117426

vri

Table 6. The percentage of different negative structures in performing different negative functions
% 6. BEINREH B ELEMIEL A

NGB C{EEIETS NEAE FENIN
no 454 79 (39.50%) 7 (100%) 65 (33.51%)
Not (x) 15 (7.50%) 0 63 (32.47%)
don’t 4544 93 (46.50%) 0 57 (29.38%)
can’t 4514 13 (6.50%) 0 9 (4.64%)

Table 7. Children: The percentage of different negative structures in performing rejection/prohibition
7. JLE: BB/ I TR B ELHIEL

JLEIER E4a/2k 1k -
AE RS X ] no 451 not(x) don’t Z5 14 can’t Z5 14 -
1: 00~2: 00 66 (44.00%) 1 (0.67%) 64 (42.67%) 19 (12.66%) 150
2: 00~3: 00 72 (35.82%) 7 (3.48%) 90 (44.78%) 32 (15.92%) 201
3: 00~4: 00 73 (66.36%) 7 (6.36%) 26 (23.64%) 4 (3.64%) 110
4: 00~5: 00 13 (28.26%) 7 (15.22%) 17 (36.96%) 9 (19.56%) 46
Table 8. Children: The percentage of different negative structures in performing non existence
F 8. JLE: TEEMREDEELSMLLS
X THHE -
R IX [A] B
no 54 not(x) don’t can’t
1: 00~2: 00 2 (100%) 0 0 0 2
2:00~3: 00 4 (100%) 0 0 0 4
3: 00~4: 00 4 (80%) 1 (20%) 0 0 5
4: 00~5: 00 15 (78.95%) 4 (21.05%) 0 0 19
Table 9. Children: The percentage of different negative structures in performing denial
F 9. JLE: BINTWEERBEELMELH
R IX [A] B
no 454 not(x) don’t can’t
1: 00~2: 00 5 (100%) 0 0 0 5
2: 00~3: 00 50 (26.74%) 54 (28.88%) 57 (30.48%) 26 (13.90%) 187
3:00~4: 00 34 (27.20%) 22 (17.60%) 56 (44.80%) 13 (10.40%) 125
4: 00~5: 00 7 (14.89%) 16 (34.04%) 6 (12.77%) 18 (38.30%) 47

JRNAEFIRAE 2125 (L D RelT, S A 1 45 K4 /2 don’t T no 4544, not FT can’t 4544 (¥ tH B4 2 #5452
K. RIEAFAETIRER, &AM T no ik, RIETINIIEERT, BT no 4544 not (x)A1 don’t 4544
A AT . Can’t 5K Y IR ARG .
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fE 1: 00~3: 00 [X[d], no 4545 don’t &5y R FIATEA/AEILDIREM TG ERLX, W(A8)His.

18) FATHER: Let’s wash, sweetheart.

“Ete, iERRATE. 7

CHILD: Don’t like it.

“ANEIK. 7 (Naomi, 2; 00)

BEE F R, don’t FH LR IATEAa/45 I D RE R ATR BT T % . Not (x) 5 can’t Zhkg ik tE4a/45 1L
ThaE R L3 0 o

AMFAER RIS BRI B B R RS, JLEZEEHT M no x JEACRFIAAMFZAE. #E4t, not (x)tH
FEA) T ISR RIE AR, XRI)LE R AR AR A B 230

TN — DR TR RN B AN, LB BAE SR AN TE R T3] 152 RIS S INTIRE,
EIE AT R L S IR EAT X S, PIOAE SIS0, JLE MR T no REEMIN. )5, JLEZHT A
no Z5KE%E 0] 2 not ()KL 1T IN, no S5 AR I B, Not Z5#rh, JLE WA not () KA EHIA,
PRI AR RN BB A, not () AIATER PR, BT AR B o JH At 44 gt 1) T2 O i A LA L 1 75 1A

4, g
41 HB)ILETERANISHE

Pl LB AT RIS IR HIW R

SA: No £51 > Not £

No £5#4: no J#iA > no x > no MY > i

Not £5#4: don’t 454 >can’t 544 > not (x) > not I HARLAES TE X

A LE ST WIS I SIFHRRAE, S5 A0 REI TS 8 45 WA FHARRIE AT X bl A 50 B0 DA R R AU
(e

BB, JUEJLEE I EMIE S g (no. don’t), ZJE IR ZE S E KR (no x. don’t x. can’t X),
B Ja ARANETR R X isn't y). T REMEAER T, 7EE S AR, R LR IS AR Vg )3
SR T A AR bR B, TR R A B R — A I R i — MBS . X PERIA AR
MuiAl ) (holophrase),  BEAIXANE S £56 BIVE A S THAMEA)[17]. fERERIEM MRS, JLEY
Je 4 FGA A) (no) R [R146 75 52 ELah# 5 84), IXI no 32 don’t #R#E 1 52 A IThAEE. <5, JL
# LA no. don’t BA K can’t A% Cofin i 75 s 1B A), AATTR IS 15 HR A H L i touch don’t 1X RESRERIL,
R RR AR RIA, X — ORI R e . TR — B IA SR, JLEM no 7€ G2
B REAMES), K LERYE S I E T FEE A, a4 BGRB8 f) 2 & A0
M, AL E IR

B, Sl LEAE AT B S5 A 2 B RN . R LE SRR S VI, b ATRe R r
TS AR ZHHCR A TACRHRIE, SBR[ 4546 {8 P AR 2 B e 31 L I S /3808 - No 4514
E A MR B, SRR RR A, AR T LEE IR R E L, F)LE &R 2113 no 45,
L2 A%, HAR not iR, (HIEFE B FHEANET EH, H not S5M &V 2 A RIS BL 4 K 1]
RS, MLEMM R AR A — e R, JLEFREEINMGEIRmZ G4 582115 not 4544,
Don’t Z54F1 can’t 254 7ESCBRE & A i I Z AR &, TR e T 2K - DhReEC x4, 78 LE1E S VI
I 7E)LEX S ERAM P S MEEARIR G, M8 RNES LR Mg, B
FEAEHL A FX AR RIA . DRI, ) L2 X A [R]85 40 [ A P A3 32 5 BN PRI AL o
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42, FE\EEEIREN TERE

Sei ) LE A E DIRER SIS P AU T

BRI > TN > AEHE

LRy LR T AN A S E DIREM) S A R, 5 N B 15 2 D REZM A U EAT X B, AW TE R B R >
FHRFAE

B BTG E RTINS E RIS, JLE MBI A ERT R T
R, AERH] AR T I, O DRI 0 A 258 T AT TR AR A o R 48/25 1E DD RE I 4 TR 48
HAF IR NEOR . R4 HahF SR (i) il B 2R 1 L ahF #EAT RAAT . X — R AT N BRI 2
TSN . ERERKIE ST, HahF e LERMH - LIEIMTR, Qrkid il £ILE AT 20R
BEOTAT e XA 1L KA RIMERE . AT 2 LR e B Iah PRt i i, ) L3 75 XX Ly
RRGEAT BB AT, REORJLEA SRR e, ehh, AU T IS RPRIR, (EA SRR B
Mg, LBV R AR5 . Bk, SAKSRAT B . AT — DhBE X B #IE 1P 42
W E L BTG, PO A S BA I LE SRR EAINESR, Re X —Es
BEAT N, X R B BT ZERIR =

B, JOARJLEAM =M R DIRERAR 2 B MR . BB RO, R L A
SEDRERUEIRAEAR L . SCRERAE X IR EOR, ARV AT S B 20 E R H CW
1, MM RGE R F B “no” A1 “don’t” o EJLERIMIEL L, MhA15 50 RHR 2 1At 7 2
PREZA Y. B, LB RO R AR LT hE . BUDIREBUE RS % T RIHIE T JLE
BRI AR TR, (BT H AR, SRR 2T AR IN & 4 A0 75 A Dh e LA B £
TEEFRMN . KR T IR AL, ZT A AN FY A NFITR, HtE
HEH 115 .
43, BB\ EEEHR SN TBRS LR

Pl )L 113 F — T BT e RIA AN R 75 52 Th R 7 81

No 45Hy: FEZ/2E1E > FHik > AAPAE

Not (x): f51IA > fEZ/2E 1L > ATEAE

Don’t 4. E4a/2E 1 > &k

Can't 45#4: fE4a/4E 1k > Ik

ZAMANNTEREE ILER BT, AR LT RHIE .

HF—, JHEJLEIGEEMEA BRI - ThEER A . MBGERIT T, no 45141 H Y Th ik 2
Ha4a/EE L, not (X)AI SR THAE R 75N, don’t Z5KA can’t Z5 K (i s B Th R SR dE e/ 1k . )L A ST 5
Elb—3. No Z5#). don’t SR can’t 5 M TR Za/25 1 The e TS IAThRER 2115, not (XI5 IAThAE
TARLE/ AR BT Red 11T . Bk, BB oiae e AR ThRE SIS, B EThRe R A FD )
3, BIJLEE I 0 B2 X - ThRERL XA .

2, A (preemption) 52 TR IA R —IRERIA [R5 1K 21430 . Goldberg (2006)4& H, (HAL7E
LB Bz A g AR iR B T EEAER[18]. AR RS KRS PR E IR x
FELUT[R] A3y BOAE A o MBTERIAT DUE H, SCRESAE— 2848 L A A not (X) R IEHE44/45 1 D168, not
() B SR Tl 5 S MY D RE ) DX AN ot J LA 25 4 58 . BH T no 45 A4 don’t 45 Kk FH T~ 3R IA4E 44
IZE IR DR MAIZ G T not (x), JLE S Je NN EHIAGN not (X)AFH T RIAIE4a/25 (- ThRg, M 1 26 3L
RIEARA BT INDIBE . JLEAERA [ B EYIG)E, A48 43 T not ()AL R,
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BRI, BB )L I S A ST 55 75 5 T RE ST AR R I B A S R B BN, AT
JLEE RIS 750 5 SR I G5 HURI T B b 4 ST 45 . QBB L B4 A B R L =1 15 8 R AT W
S, EARFRINTE M L SIS B RS A S, A AR 5 QB I VE e e (1 £ AR T I
JLFE SIS BB R IB R, - BRI, (SRS T 3 Rk m 1.

5. &5i%

ARGy N LB S SRS T, X5 B € RIEHAT 04, Xt no 45#4 5 not Z5 R i 75
R EIRL/EEE TA AFE =M R A REHATH 2. iR R:

F—s MR TR IE;

F, BT I E DIRESE T ML I 75 € ThRE > 15

F=, eSS EHE S BN I ;

0, E AR - ThRERCH 4

AL, AL T RIKF DI RERIAN R G5 A IR S A -

SREUERI, ASCNRILEMEE R EETRIANSEMY &, 185 2AEZR R IA0, #3K
B F B HX R 5 Thg TAH LA .

AT B i 2 Ak o B, ASCHIRE T AR B AL MISEIE JLE I 5 € 800, Sz BUE
S RSO T E S A5 0V B RS AR P R 5 E 254 5 =R R e ThBER 145 B, T e 45 T e BE N
FUER 2. BEIhREME S, I T 2B S, WMRIRAT BRI S, HIreeH 2 K.
=, SCBHRE FRAE S — BURON BTE SR T REA BT X . RUAFE TN L, SCREFIACRRT R 5
HAl RSO T RSP oRA € 220 WRRT LEAC R85 RF AL AR SO A3 B RFAIE, AT Z RS B
AU

&5k
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