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Abstract

Metaphor, as a core mechanism of human cognition and linguistic expression, is acquired through
a process that not only marks a key milestone in language development but also mirrors the dynamic
evolution of children’s cognitive, social-interactive, and cultural-adaptive capacities. The acquisition
of metaphor by preschoolers constitutes a pivotal intersection between first-language acquisition and
rhetorical studies. This paper offers a systematic review of domestic and international literature,
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synthesizing research findings on preschool children’s comprehension ability of metaphor, includ-
ing developmental characteristics of metaphor comprehension, methodological approaches em-
ployed to assess this comprehension, and factors influencing it. Concurrently, it identifies current
gaps and ongoing controversies in the field, and outlines directions for future research, with the
aim of providing reference and inspiration for subsequent studies and promoting deeper inquiry
into metaphor acquisition in early childhood.
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1. 5l

B FYONRME — B RN, & — MBI IEENTB, (HINARER YN E NN
) —Fhde AT o LEFE 7R 7T, X e i) A% S B SRR SR M —FiE SR, BRI EFE
A0 PR AR ey o L 22 AN AR R R A G SRR R W P AL AR, W 22 A A R L
BB A BRI S5, RPAE— S LA 5 — W, SOk “xttie” , RARR A “ B AR IR 2 7
NH—MASRARE 55—, F TRk B HERIAL). e, BRI e —Miil 8
W%, tein, W7 kB “BEAN [2]. Tk “XTHit” B2 “BRIe7 , #EEREE T
SR SRR —MERE T 3, BB B Dh REE VR — R INE), P RIJCH “Rei” [3]. PARERILHS
WAL ACRE, # R IEHE S N —F e, #2001 Bana i B4 A FTHA A D fe o

Xof BT F 7 AR RIS 5 22 e A T 20 120 70 4R4R. Lakoff & Johnson #2H T “HESBRMIELS” , A
NEEERSEE T A YRR B HWIG— & A RA I E U7 5[4]. EIANBEIERT 7L DL Lakoff &
Johnson ff) (FRATI LA A7 I BRmgTY O ELARRE, SR BRMAMORIBRETFR, HRAIIMIEAT . K
VB RAT BB 1) B8 WS RAEIR KRR R B rE i, A8 Yl R AR5 F 2 gk i), B
BATKER BYERHEELE LR 5 AP R I[5].  “Fam” SRCN AITIARD. e, &5, BEMTN
fo3Eml, RABEEM., BARMAEGF TR —. Bk, BEWEAR L AR AR & 5 —Fh g A
TERRMES T T H, &5 ke A TRem v By fE, e 7 AR R A1 7730 /E R AN
HITESIAE RN TR, BRm A E AT DA BhBRAT TR H S SR B R A ). IR, e nT LS B
PATHERZI b ER R AE R IA A=Y, WARY BAKA SRS R4. BAmS, “K0E
SRR IR — M BRI Fh G IR (R R AT AR BER, M T BRI 7 A R SN R AR O AE
X —FRR N T AL SIS T B R SCER AR, SRR RGN SN AITNRE, )L RS ) AR TR
BET PIRARIE )L I I N R AR B AR 20 56 IR B e G (i IR AR ), 38D R R S B
i o

20 40 70 £E4XK, Flahive & Carrell. Gardner & Winner P4} Pollio & Smith 56542 H 1 “Fangihe /17
X —HME&[6]-[8]. )5, HARHF 7T Wl Danesiv Low Z5AH 4% %} Fanr 8 /13647 1 W 7¢[9] [10]. Danesi A,
RG] BE 72 A RS A0 FH S 5 B ARRRAE, R M A I 38 B 90 R] (conceptual fluency) 2 AR B 2 2 —
[11]. BRAgTHE S — MBI B2 fe SR~ HBE 1WA J5 Tl Gardner & Winner A A BRI RE 77 00045 — Lo i ¢

il
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Bemar s PRRE R A Ve (BRI AR R T PP A I A P B UL S VAN B A 2 A R S I RE I [7]. AE
W, EEIOYBSMIRE /) 1 EAAE AN TRENE RN . BT G (2 5 ML ISR LLIC R (M RE I [12] 0 ASSC 3 200
W BEAR 5 0 1 SIAF BEAT £R3R

2. JLERSMIRRERE R T

S A E N B R DG X BUD . O I — R A R R ) LEE T B Y B AA[13] [14].
Rundblad 1 Dimitriou M5 & At /7 & J& B 1 FEB FEAN [F) 47 10 B 1) 4 a0t [ i 15 75 R BR AR [15] - 45 A8k S
TSI e R IE RN, B ER A A 0 K 2 St [R] S5, (chronological age) f-Cy BE 4544 (mental age) 25 VIAH <
Falkum MOCEC R UM BERF AL 138 5 A Bargr, Hda ) L 50 el o B A FpL | S5 6 B
MES R TCAT X o HJ2, Falkum e iS40 2 22 HAAR DGO 70 b — SR B 1) 7, Szt )L
B E IR R S B EE16]

FRGW RN, B — PR e HiRE, LB A BE R4, 41 Asch & Nerlove 5¢F 2 S| (Wl
hard) I AL 7R, 11~12 2 B F%F A f BE IE 72 e i 2 T R AR X 6 1m] (1 2 L[17]. BB R S, Har
Rundblad 1 Annaz CIESZEEMTRE JI7EJLELFERUHIL T [18]. 3~4 % 1) LE S iR BRI EE A DUBCE 2L fili
(BT, 5 SRS EA DS FEIGI[19]; Xt F BB IAIE, 5 5 A4 I LE R — 2 1 1 Sk HE R g
[20]; 6~8 % M) JLEE & BT BN BRI B A RIS, BT W 3iAH U R AR R Ry . AR ANy, JLE
1E 4 % FE AP AR RS BRAR 6T B0 Bk, dndi TIRRB O R AR PE I B [21] [22] . 2 )5, BEEWAK
B, 3 %)L EREE T AR — € WES M E#RE 77, Siltanen (1986) 7% L Ka ¥ i e 71 K Je
MRS, b T AR AERY B ) L3 Re B AR AN [RI R B g B, Gn b TR iz sh B B i) 3~5 S i )L
REFEAA LA S0 8 A L Atk 1 7 PR [23] 0 SX TRURE 78 1) 45 SR A1 3 BH 2204 T ) L 2 EL A B P 2R AR B 11 g
Boderick (1991)7EX} 3~5 % )L 2 AHALAME R My BEAR BE ) FORIT 7T A5 4518 3~5 & JLE DA RES BLAR 2 MK
B R JEERE T —PIESE, 4 % )L 7R RN 0k g 77 T R I B = R RE 0 [24], RERE 2 b %01
b By (R AR AU [25] o 1R P 27 2 0 TE SRR /INES TR S 45 e AR ), B Fed H 3 % ) L3t = of B 38 it
BEST, 4 )L WEREAE Hh P V5458 v 7R e At BB TE o P58 TN 110 15 55w o o i P LS Al 1 5 9B M R %
HERE, LR BTN NILRE JITE 5 BB B A B T S P R Rk 2 il [26] o B S i gl 4B
3. 4 % )LEFT LM “HAEMMAERNT X—EHFRIE, 5 %% LERMIEE R RS, AR
{EL e % PR AR R, I FLAE Ra A7 A A hnT DLBE R AR TSR H Ak, AR BAS R P A B AR AR [27] o
2 E AR AIGR IS E — T LA T ) LB A0 ) SR S i B 2~5 5 (1 LB AU &, R B R R
Xof 20 AT ) L2 LM R AT R AU R I L LU T A SN B8 Bl AR S I KA B s BN KN RE ) R J
JeFRam, B4 B ENEARHR, FERF, 3 ZEE2 & DURT M B4R )L Ot O &= A
[28]. ZBHERET T /N ) LEE B AR Ba i AR 1) A FE [29] o VRSN R M R B2 WA T ) LBRAE 4 D HIIT IR K Ba
W R D BRI, 5 % TR BRI BE U T RGEA(30].

B L AU SEBYE S A, SRt it FE R IR SE T LA 08 Wi L EE 35 IR A B e 0 (11X
IR BOFT TR AT G FRAT S5 (RN R 223K ) L SR LRSI T 6 %) 4),  Pouscoulous & Tomasello
WERA 3 % 1)L W] LABR AR IE & F A SR B ke, Oy “ ROR AR 1R EE T A I CRR[31]. X
1 5 55 % A5 25 T WE 2 F4 16 7116 (Conceptual Metaphor Theory, CMT) T HE R, SRkb T 4% GebiT 77 10 ey L 4%
S [T AU I S LU 8 10, 5 85 “ BRir MEAE 5 Rk 3 (KRI85 e 1+ BRI BE 77) I B AR [32]
PSS A T I 8 5 /R B A 2 o 75 CMT AESR R, SEI6 M 35 6F MR IR 21 H A7 35 BR gt 5 5 R 1)
PR, MR LB AR i B0 © B 48 B g (sensorial metaphors) T FR AEERE 77, 5 TCIA KN SR A B AT
S5 (IR 1 B IE e IE Rk £ - 03 50 (physico-psychological metaphor), {H G378 iR e .
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3. FAHET)LE RS M BE R & RN

WHFLRA, 2R AT L2 X R X B AR AE 7 BE A R IS K g D i iy, R R A R — A AT
BT A B ARSI G R o 76 5, SR AT LEE 1 BRI R IA 2 5 T E B AR L, g« K7
AN RS TR VAR R ST [4] BEAE SRR ROBS K, 08T ) L 25 0f AR R AR AT 4 FH B8 1 R I B,
Wk “EFE)” M “ AR [22]. DU SRS RTLE T AR R B A M BR M LA AL 71, L2 SR HTLE MR
JjiE— LG5, 7N SR T ) LR U RERE AT S R R MRS R0k, B4 S5 M R g (an st T R 9 B )
76 ) LEE I R ER AR B T T, VR 22 00T 90 38 O T ) L 30 e vy (1) B AP 2 o o A 1 3G KT K 1. SR
X R AR R PR, e 2 BN R E R 1B BRI BAT S5 M FE 2 B R 3L [ i .
PACOAHHET, AFEFEISBA BAGME, (HILEZ 8 T LERRERE R B 2 48 5.

T, MINAIEZRMEAEREE, LA RE /1M R RIEE M “F—" 2 “AAL” B BRI R 12 . Buck
PEH 1 =B B IS W IR T IX — R . WA F A R — (i SRR ER ), BN E 2
SABATY LAANE 7 SOCTR (U “EBERM I A UG 7 ), B2 R JE B RE 5 TR %% P9 7E AR AL 2 FH W Af bl s A JE AT 3R
K “FREEER—FE ) [33]. X RS Bruner £ A\ 6T SR RIS IR AR R, B )L ) REL4E
“OrET @i, B CBCE7 ZUURME, BEASTIL MY R E RSO R EM[34]. HiE LRI
B, BRMTRE IR A o ) L St G AR AN OC R HERE R ) A Woks gk it i 72

HWR, MMES SRaMR B4R, R IRZ B A% 5 5 F2 % (15200 . Broderick A 78 & 31,
J U0 LT AR T8 1 P 55 i PR e B £, T O AR e B 200 5 AR 1) B e SR A R R HE[24] 03X Buck A
Bruner [IEER S AL 1 SITUE SCRE, 28 B DA JIXE B 638 I BB AR LR X AN () 2 28 (g B fr B 22 57 | Siiltanen
IR BEME R e A e, (RS JLEE (3~5 &) ) R My AR 7 e i IR 22 T o o P T S A AL 12 [ 23] o X et 73
[FIUE AR, L2 T RE ) 10 R -5 T i e PR IS i ) 4t A B R B A G

EARERIE, BT AR B 2 A R R B A — AN FHEEJE K. 1F 4 Kalandadze %
NHITCo AR SRk S(UEE K F 1B MRL 2 2 UL )« R 2B BE L SOE B RS 55 R e &
R LE R IKCE[35]. BN, —/NMERE S IR RREMESS R AR ) LE, PRETE 2 Ik
A58 S D) B[R] — R o PRIk, LA R 28510 1) 22 S (W 9E 38 L5 HL & BRI RE 0) 3040 rT VA N T 07 v
JRPE, WARJLE AR IR 2 R . BRI TR IR, &GRS e, JLERRRE /) R I
Az i 250 1 R 6]

FE] A RE T R RE SCRFIX — RSV AR o 2 S TR IR R S Ut Fe A 5 A 2 1 08 S5 8 A8 LIk
2 4 SHPHIE K EMER, 4 225 5 5 e NPk I (Re 0 AT IS 30LSY), 5 & A sl
Ry B S E J7  OC R HA30] 0 I IESG 5 K /NER (A FE U5 R 1B SR E B E A, KIN 4 % )LE CReE =il
DU VB 5 PP g R SR HE B o X SRR IR B, rf B LEE BT AE T 0 R R IR RS T BB R A AR
BRI I0 E 0, LR R RIS 5 0 I AT 25 R R S0 7 SR 2 IR 9 [26] -

Zx FRTIR, JLERRMRE S0 R AR B — AN B BT RE T8 A MEHE, T 2 AN S S 45 R . Buck
A1 Bruner (FESHE 7R 1 HAY 5 K ENZALHLE], Broderick A1 Siltanen (KIRF 72 ™ i 1 e 25780 55 A e wfi i
(OCIRE, T3 T G 0 Tt FE 0 S 3R T VPN 7 VA TE SR s L3R SR S OCERE T . (RIE, L2 R
AE IR AT IRVTAL, 75 456 FOA RN R FE B B i vTAty 1) e M S8 1Y DA K B R FH ) BIE L AT R B 2 B

4. ERSMEFIRETLERMR S BN ERFR IR E
SR )L B A AR RS 1R SRR 2 BRI LR JURNIT 5205 7%
4.1, BTSSR
BT SRR R F T LB B SR A 0B 86 P 0 . S BT (SRR AR 4, e SCDTIRAE
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% Bahg A B RAE 5SS, WS LB AEAN R SR N IR, A2 A L RR B Be 71 [21] v T BB S AER
B i) LB R BR AR 7 S R, A LB S ey o, R BRI A IR 1R NIk B Ay
155, 515 ) LE BRI RS (A S . Famr R 3 Faman™ ), 32— Wi 7E 70 M &4 e B L 28 B 7 H 1Y)
SEPERFIE[30] 0 SEERIR DL A BERG T I A B, AT RN MERA I LA R, (LR BRI AE T SL g M 58 v e
5 )LE K SEPRE RS AR, A TSR A SR

4.2. HEBEFWRE

W 5 o 20 2 R0 B A TR AR R A, — ST 5 0T 9038 T 2R S A P o 28 O B 255 P 7 V2R 9 Ry
H U LE NPT M & QIR T, 02 X BB . B UG BOR I, G2 S AE O LA
(ERP). MhReMEREILAR B (FMRI) S5 2200 B 2 J5 5080 B in T 0 s 2 WL L BON I AUl AR DAAE
PR R ) LEE N B R G0 S M TE RS DB B, (H A YEP T SR R T H BN T 0 S B F S SR AE
ERP W Uit i [R) 2 HE R 3 1 B n T shaG 2. Hor, N400 plesr(— /MNMERI 25 400 =/
T A BINWEEAE B OB B T2 N A v SRR 3 B ) BB B« 140, Lorusso %5 A (2015)i2 ] ERP A,
R 40 ARKHF) LE(BFERBUR R )LE . 15 F RS LARE 5 S LE) 56 A T a2 AT %, 45
RRI, B 4 0 LEEAE N T30 1A (¥ B gt FH V2R (U “grasp aconcept” ), ¥4 HEIN = TH (i “grasp
aknife” )5 T 5 RMRSE ) N4OO 73 [35], XK B ) LB 76 BE AR B ivr 35 S8 L 28 v] B 75 ZAT tH B 2 1A
%% 77 LR T S B SO TR o . Bk RIS DU o R BB ERP AfF 9T 45 1R AR &
[36]. ¥RV 5 2P H P 78 R B A DC AL (ERP)H AR, MRS 5 M AR T 6~11 B mThiE E
iE(HFA) L LE N L K58 25 S e R R R B0as S5 e 22 LR, R0 HFA ) LEE 76 N L% M N 475 < 1) N400
WA, HAHEL TD JLHEAE 6~8 ¥ CREX 70 WAL BT 7 56, HFA JLEEF| 9~11 2 A THARIL I
FUERON, B T SRR A 2 AE IR [37]

HAr B 7 AR EA L, HARRE . B 2RI TR, ROk vk xt )L 2 B it
S B H L (R HER 1

4.3. REITRZE

BV TO A BRI FE LB R SI 15 8077 % 3l 0 Al JL 2 A SR BRI AL A, IR
TR REE A I R AR . A, VREEAN A R — 44 4 B LERIERERT T, AL e P
fifBE 1 2L M BAR BB G0 R S S [30]. 2 UM 2 I BT FUi . BSOS iHEAA R g%, Xt
W IPIERER  A F  44 Ul DU ) LB R P 52 /SRR SE A, o IR IRE i 5 T B0 B AR O X iE
ek ey, e AR RIS SRATARTLRT (8] SR AVRAEBEAT BT 7E[38] . SRBIWF FCIERIE RS RE 4R
PR R AR B 0T, BB IRVEAE TREAC RN, W FU4s AR A0 M 1 AT RE 52 2R .

5. BFRATLERMENEZRNER

ST FAMIBE AL, AR B )2 BRI R, 1V & A
SRR DS RIR J 40 5 AR 8 ) 0 R R RS -
5.1. EEMHMRANEEMIER

VR LB BT R ) R R I K, R AIRIC RO LR T R AR A . B AR
K U HEIC RN, 0T89S 6B AL AR R B, L AT RE S ¢ B Ok
LA “HRRS” ( “RME R R —HE” ), ICRRBR S T Al T B ki A ) B A 1 4R
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[39].

AR, L B E RIS RE ) E B AT R 1 AR BN R AR o 15 5 RE ST RR I L AN RE A B
R ARG I F ATESE HTE I . R AR I AR RIA R . Blin, XTLb “HREE A ” A1 “HR S 15 2w b —FE e
FRRIZZAIH T 7, S5 AUARIL T X ShREARLL I A, S8 R 132 FH B A bl el (157 )R e A) =K
HEAT A B RIE I RE 71[40].

N R0 AR DAL 1 e i 2L A (PO R0 PR 25 2 o NS R 3 JLEE X S« AR G R I B AN 2025,
XFPRIAR RIY AT BRI RE D R RO E B, LB X RES MU BE L R ) Bl & SR K P, AT
R85 SIS I R AN [ E & 2 [R] ) SRR ARG R o X P RE 43 )L 36 R 6% o8 vl A st b AT B s i, A2 B
RAmIkam. @, JLEATRESN “HREE” WWfE “Hmbe” , XPhFam e 7Ab TR “HRES 7 A “ B
57 fEDhEe ERAHRAME BB, DARON CNARESE R TR XA AL IR R TE R AL RE J1[41]

BEEMES IR R, JLEX RS0 a7 o RS O REEZE D IR, X EEAATRE M HE
fE AN R B SRR RE . a0, JLEERTRES ] “ B kbt “HRES 7, IXFPRRAE S B T ARATT «
W XS AR, DL S S S BAR Y R AR EE 71[38].

52. R\ IBSINALROATSEEXR

Fam I 15 5NV IR R R R OC R, M — M EAREE . A& e 1 shasd .

TESEREHTIN B, LE SR RIRE /7, 2Ktk EERRITE SRR IR R, A TR AR e ) oGt .
R figp e 5 22 ) LB S0 7 T SR Ze g3z (inhibition), & B4l 4 H B AN AN A OGS4 2 18] R AR BA 1
(analogical reasoning), iX B4 T AT D Re A4 SUEGE (1) R RE[35] . Rk, 1A G g 388 A 58 77 1) He B0
4 % F7 AT RS AAR T R BT B 9 ) LB N R M SR B — e /K I B AR

v FE, BRm i S) R AR AR S i Sy I A ) LEE S SV RE IR K. B, A
3 RV g gy SR L 2 R R R 1 H AR AR, RN BB IR R L, R M tiE S BN
A, BERCRIRMEE & RAAR G HHMRAERIGE ). HR, BempEm R B4efE 2 T H . iR,
JLEREEAE B R . BRAI (N2 S R) BRI AL 3 GME (et (] 15 08%). B, @il “m
MAFBRALR” XK G RRIGAH IR, JLE AT DUE AP AR Cm XM R E % . AR HIA
SNFRI AR AL T RO S EE, YO BRI BN ISR L6 A RN AR AL, Y B A B R e S R
TREAR, REEREEG “L-TF7 0 B -7 F) [4].

WFFLEHT, XM RIS AN A 22 5t 2 S e B B8 o 911, 1557 Y (fiield-independent) (¥4~ 44,
FONEN XA BE L b, SE R C R AR TS soh s ok, BRUES A BRI R I OL T, R B
fiR 7K 3525 = T 3 A7 B (field-dependent) MA[32] . ZEXT A0 R Z HOAF 7 510, Littlemore & BB 2 S
(1) R TR E 55 2 > 3 SR A S 5 AR DG [42] 0 IR KB, BRI RE DA DGR INRIR R IN S5 3, R B ik fe
52 BN FERR A S0 XU 5

gk LATR, EE SMER MU R RE R AL T B CERFUMRL” R R IER L T BRI KN R
JIM R Bngr (rin THRAE T b L) “AbFE T H” o fESREERE b, BRAg 1) I8 008 A SGHE— B o ksl J L3
EERMEEN . HRIET KR, DL SN EIRE S I SN . 3 AR SR TR BOE
TR E A A B R C R

6. BEERE

REX 30 AR RN BE BT AR B ETAT LA Y, BRASTRDT 2 T SRR AT, R BE ) A SEUERT SR R L
b, [ A BT RE AT TR A R . R RS RE AW FE A LUR =5 T EE R T
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1) s ) LERRm B AL BT

HAT, SRRl LEE Ry BLAR RE D IR SO LD, JEHGRXS 3 & 6 %) LB Ry PR RE I IR FUA7AE
AR o ARRWE T NI 58X X — i B ) L2 B A B 2 B8 70 (PR AW 7T, PR L BRI RE IR R AR . oy s A
JSEmRER . flan, T DOE R ENT Se I A ) SEIR AR 45 5 1755, WSO JLEAEAN [R5 T RORRIRTRE /75
T SLERAR I B S Y L BRI IR E, $aon L E e P RE ) RO R R BNIE . BEAh, I AT LR AN
EEER FRJLEARMAE N LER, NS TR At

2) ETHEUERTRARR K > B A FHL

LTS T AR TUR I, BRI ENCR R B, NARSKRIT FUHR ] T BT L (H E DR A
FOMLHI AORIT FEIEANGEIRN o AR T NN 50 FE gy >J F5 BN RIAL A O PR R, 387 J LB A2 [ g PR 55 7 H
SRR T KB R L] AR S, AR TN “ RE SR B0 oo, i i
JUEFERGTIN T i “INERR” o Biltn, AR R e ) LB 7 R AR 22 B 530K 5E U [ AT SO
FAES? X EHTARRIZ . 02 S DN BT Y 22 57 A ] R B ?

Hk, DA BT ICR) S B (a6« AR5 Y 20487, AR 5 SR SN bR AE (LA 23 7™ b PP ) S
AR JRAE 7 A b 7803 25 R R PGB L L FUVASE M A OSBRI 5 R R A MA35], DAJELIE AN [ R O
SIS S DR -

BT BRI, RRIBETHAR AT PR S, BESHREEOR, AT SRR 22 1)
Ji%, e VERE LR AR (EMR )AL F B (EEG),  BIF ST ) L 2 75 Kb R 5 7 th IR 0 R viE sh X, R &R
Fehgr >J 19 SR R NAER R AN, IEFTCLE I IRBIB ERHORSE, W 7T ) L AR R BE A Fe v 940
WURE DS WA s L VPP a7 15 2 B 1 1l Iy Ve 7 D i s VI G R VR B e o L o
FRFR (G NAOO PRI ANES R ) A PG T PR A RS 5, RS RF 8 I ZRT7VE S 75 REA R B AR Ry in
T AT, (Rt A B R (K 4R T

3) FEBANE

FEREFETTIETT I, AR Z RN U SEIGRT 7T, WistEsR. Fhxbitos, AnARk. AmA
I SR BT A FE BE T (B TUA R Z AMEAE O r B, BB SR e RN R L2l T A
IR SEI T RIE R . R, AT R UL T A LR BE ) A R IR, Ra I rh BB BOAE s, Ut
TN A AR B R, RO EERANT I L SEIR MBI TR ANIE I, R 200 LB AT B AR R IE R T .
PIls i BRERRETT. IXFERENS FUSEH . e ltIC ) LB B A B ARIRAS, AN e R B AN S st
THESN . BT SCIR R LS A RERERTE TS &, A BT 2B F AT LE R AE ) K RS Mg
R ONTIE. MZOBART A, BT )LERRRIRE T, K2 IR W AU R — R R
1T LEE AR A RIS mU R BR L, FEUSCER B AR iR, AN 3R AU 1l T 2 — R L ARG
IXAB AL F ST T i AN 22 L E A

7. &ig

AT ) LB BT ) A2 NS 5 A AR A I W U, RIS T & T SRR . A
SR TR AT ERIE, R T R B BE T AR R R RN R R S IR IR AR . TR
WY, JLEEERTRE I 3 BITHRIBD AR, 4 ZHINERIERIER, 5 2 P T, S M EAREH
R MBI RV RIUE . B 155 ) LE RIARUR RRE VIR, RARBE R RINEZERRE. R
SRAIEE AN 27 08 BT J LB R RE JT 0BT FE,  IRNIR R gy I 15 B EIpL ], ST 22 8 BT ) L B8 A i =)
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