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A TEMEHEEBIA N K, RAFEYHAEIEEAER I BHIWIRIEE AFERE K S XHEBEER R
BEFURAE R R S SERA S S KRG, HEE T CLEGEREX 3004247 P4 M S 1E#4T 4
BT, R H A (64.6%)~ IR1U(13.8%) TUR(16.6%)NIEF (4.9%) WARH AR, HERZEEHE
AR R (76.8%), R &4 HMIRE(0.67) BE W THHE4(0.42). HBFEE®R B ER, B
80%H % I E LA TR R THBOGE TR . B IR # 2RI T TR A Rokk, 4%
RY, B#ZETIEBHER B FBEEE PR TR ThREBN I ZR) KISKR A, ﬁF@J#&%ﬁ(O.Bl)
B B RE R TARBERESN . XRRANMMEET, MUBYSHERRERR T 00EREEE
FHEX 3k BUTESPC IR/ RETBRE, ERUT —F “MERBHEATT I BT REEH
FHR, WEEHFEEEIBERTARTNERR.

X 5in

BHETH, AEXIR/, WiRSH, FETH

A Study of Chinese Middle School Students’
Errors in English Infinitive Acquisition from
the Perspective of Native Language Transfer

Yanqin Tang
School of Foreign Languages, Chongging Three Gorges University, Chongqing

Received: December 17, 2025; accepted: January 9, 2026; published: January 22, 2026

Abstract

This study adopts the perspective of native language transfer to systematically investigate the types
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of errors, cognitive causes, and targeted teaching strategies in middle school students’ acquisition
of English infinitives. A mixed-method approach combining corpus analysis and controlled experi-
ments was employed. First, based on the CLEC corpus, the writing samples of 300 middle school
students were analyzed, identifying four typical error types: omission (64.6%), substitution (13.8%),
redundancy (16.6%), and word order (4.9%). Among these, omission errors after causative verbs
showed the highest rate (76.8%), and the error rate in complex sentences (0.67) was significantly
higher than in simple sentences (0.42). Questionnaire surveys further revealed that over 80% of
learners tend to rely on their Chinese language intuition when dealing with complex sentences. Sub-
sequently, a teaching experiment was conducted to verify the effectiveness of intervention strate-
gies. The results showed that the experimental group, which received precision teaching designed
based on transfer theory (such as explicit marker reinforcement and functional mapping training),
achieved significantly higher post-test accuracy (0.81) and gain scores compared to the control
group taught with traditional methods. The value of this study lies not only in revealing the specific
transfer pathways of Chinese implicit grammatical features affecting the acquisition of English ex-
plicit morphological markers through empirical data but also in providing an operable teaching
framework that moves “from error identification to cognitive intervention”. This offers dual impli-
cations for both grammar teaching and second language acquisition theory.
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1. 5|8

JEEANE RV P IGEIEE P E AR, LIRS H B R B2 3] 35 T R0A B A A = 2%
Pho AR, PIrh A SR A A E M EHRILR, XRS5 EHEIER D)
XK. BT IEAEXRA B to do TEAIRL, MIUESRZ 78 400 BLRTEILSE M, 22 2] # 50 &
I 25 5 52 B PO B AERL A S, S EH I 2 SNE B to BRR A B U AF h /iR R IR . AW SO BT
ERAA R, BRI DU = AN 7] rh AR AR 52 20 AN U H I A O 1R SR T B L Ak s DL L
A% B ey o T 6 i 5 7 25 S M DA ST T 6 i 1% S TR i H A L ) B 0055 . RIS, ASHIEFER AT 13
W 5 SRR SO 25 5 T T 535, SINT 1 DOE BHE# AR L5 AN E 2052 ST R v 1 R e A L. IF
HAEETHI AR RV ANE 5 21385 /L, 320 1 — SR PR el gt i B 2 1

2. BHETHREIC AR
2.1. BHETBIELHBD E3K

2.1.1. ML HERIRE

BB BB IR MZOIER, 185 0H OF MRS RRN B FRiE S I P L R m1]
(Odlin, 1989). HIFER 50T RS X 4 LR, Z A0 70 DI RE S 7 S H55 B v DA
BRI ), R T Z IR IR R, NI 0T R AR TR AN i 3 ) AR SR A T 2 2 IR
WA

Xt A BB e Lado (1957)H, kit RG L RFE 5 B ARIE 450 25 SR T 2 >0 ok 15, e
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O TRt DE 5 T8 20AN S5 BT 51 R I FE R A R (2] SR, 12 At DR B2 s il T2 0% B T 24027 2
FONFIRESN R3], LTI 2% % 52 3| J5 SR 5T (1) )5 %€ (Dulay & Burt, 1974). RE WL, o A SH 2
M2 R, JUHIE T PR DOE 6 = WA 8 bm 1 M 51 K A s 2K i, iz TP 5 T i
BET YD B AR

FEXTLE A AT B BE A b, BRic Rk — 0 MOA RN S A FERL A IR e R R AR 2 AR “HridthE =5
e, BRES BB CrE 2 R 2T 07 a SR fE R ek, bridtEsr i) H briB g5 i
Sl R I WA G EREFH . XN IHEANE R to M BIEFRICHEEDGE S 1) “ ThRic” RHRK R
U7 B SCHE, TRUCHA T ORGSR A A A R U E S T iR R R .

2.1.2. INELERBIRIL

BEAE N ALGEL R R R, IR FUBM R AR T 21 3 O BN TALH . RSB N, Tt
eI P e Fe, A 2% S B AR A B U PRI SR B S e B . U 2% S e = R 8 1 H bRiE
TR BTG Ry DA A ey B, B A ) T4 BEEE HE SR N BRI 1) A R % 42 . Corder (1992)iF— D4R H,
BHELE FAME R B IWILEM BLEA “IF287 fE R, Hgm Bl 28 S5 A 0d F2[4]. X AT 78 SN fuder o
TCAEACHZ 3 O 55 A BE AR A 8 2 1% (1) 20 A R SR 1 T BRI BB SO, JUHOE T 70 2 I e AL B
52 AR AR RIS DR R S G T R I A I 518 P A LI AR

gr LT, AHIEFT AR LG 2 A B U A A R 1R () 5 AR R, DA IC BRI R L A BE A A
P DO RO A% B0 ) BH 2% 20 35 0 O BRI AL, A “TaX - A - SR =R MRREAE S . XA
AL RE RS fAR Y] P AR SE A E iR 2R 500, SRR AR H G R BRET LS, WIS
SEHCF T IR RS 2R EIR IR .

2.2. BIEEBERM S PERFEFAEN JEMIREER &

2.2.1. MM REEN P E SRR E XN BRI EER S

it L A MR U AE ) A AN i 3 AR A R R B =AY E T G k. R SARiC yTH, DUERA S
FETEAE AARIC to AHXTRIIETETE 20, S0 S B0k vh A 3 B S to MU IRTEOL. fEREE T,
PURE X GIEANE XA REZT . ZF— X2 KX RN R R A 5 51 RN . E1E XIRef= 1,
DL AP 5 3R A AR RIE T s A BN A8, TG R A P iR . RT3, T
ST AR SR A 5% B — € BIE I, A SR AN s I I RO E St T BB AR

2.2.2. NELEBIRRAE Y F & BRI E X WIR 547 B0E R 1

M+ TARCIZABATIR, 22 B AL e A B S A T 2 DI RETR to, FREeili 5 AR Bos i
EREMEZ AR E N ZER . XM IS H % S BN E Abs L s e iR . A, 38
0] T4 DU AR N2 i 25 54 6 S0 R S8 want to do JE N, JRIGA & Kbmid A TUAR L, AR SR
W) T EARERE LT,

3. FHEFRMA TP ERIBAEN I BMIROSSIERR
3.1. RIR

AHEFCR A B A SRR A 45 S 15, BN BOR BT o0 5, LAy B 2 TR P IR
ROAT S T PSR 7R

BB T IERE MRS 7 S, AT 82 AR AN 2 R B AR IR RIS AE , ASHF
FEM b 2 ) FPHETERHE(CLEC)” M) TEJUNIOR)Y, RGHIE T kA &EAREMIX . 3t 300
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LR =R A B ESCER . BTE AR LIDGE N RRE, HEA R 4 FM RGBS E 1. %
AARIAE T AR B I i AR A

FPrB: HTEEE TSR N G R0 B SRR G R, ARHIE AR R TN X — i
W Y] =, SERIUR AN AR J IR AR B R R G 3 2 R PAT BEREAT . R 30 4
A, b e0 N, 5 32 44, Lotk 28 44, CPIIAEERYN 14.5 5(SD = 0.6). ATA AR LLDGE  BE
W, HIWKRBEKIHEINEEL . IR Se 5 S 45 f e Sege ke sl BRI B, 72T F s il
2T T SR AR AT RTIN . OT REA AR BG4 R, AL AEE R B R R IR K LR E
ZER(*t%(58) = 0.31, *p* = 0.758 > 0.05), i /& SZI /P 4B R .

3.2. ARF*E

AR FUR AR S B, A BN SR S, WRIURF LS I P 4E 1 R 5t
AN GWIR. EERTM, BOHEERILER. BaIHE, S, SRS R BIRIEE L H
MR HEAINRE, SmHRAERARN EXEIE=R MO ERPEDE, KT “H
¥ 7 2] 2 LB R (CLEC) ” H1h7 FE(JUNIOR), S B2 A S AR b (AN 2 SR, X i 1 S B BEAT H v
HUA3, LG R R A Hrimix T E KRR

3.3. WH5RETIE

ABEFTT 2024 £ 9 A & 2025 4 1 AWIEIFRE, il —220, W ardl, 28 TS m il =1 pri.
Hrp, 9 A BASERGTI SRR, 9 AR s 12 A MsSEit - HBes T, K& 1 A BT R
SHAEEG T 1A MR se s i i RS AT .

3.4. WEHK

AT EHERGRALU T =M 8 Hoe, RET R ETGE A E 515 P i S8 1R 2K
B, FFA N AR S ZIARGEAFE; G IWRARINT BHEIE AN RS (i fa) 5 8 6 6) &
B RA (A 2h A 5 R SR R AE S B AL e, i EeE s R b, Re kT
BHEIT A AR PO (B RS T BURIS AL TR SEEH Y, RO REE R iR $2TH I [ ACR
7 T RIS R, T ] o SRR VE B SR A S R 5 A R AR

3.5. EREBIRSH

3.5.1. RIRLE S
IR 612 A R A AR R AN E SRR 0 R GEARIE S 20T, JOR AN S R 427 2%
iR AU 1 s

Table 1. Types and distribution of errors in middle school students’ English infinitive acquisition (N = 427)
=1L FHPERETER I ERIREEL ST (N=427)

iR KK iR AR P A R (IE i — 45 1R) BRR(f) 53 (%)
X El to do — do 228 53.4
W A 1R
E7 it is adj for sb to do — it is adj for sb do 48 11.2
Nt 276 64.6
A R E2 to do — done 22 5.2
E3 to do — to doing 15 35
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E4 to do — to done 8 1.9

E5 to doing — to do 14 33

Mt 59 13.8
TUAR i 1% E6 do — to do 71 16.6

TP iR ES not to do — to not do 21 4.9
B2t 427 100.0

Wk 1 pR, ARSI R, R 62.3%, o E1 (EHEANE to) /2 i s L —H R K
Mo JURMIRIRZ, i 20.0%. RIS EFIRD A 12.0%8 5.7%. X0 A01bER 15515 EE
TN AN ol =] P S SR
3.5.2. AZEHRESIRARBMNRIRENRNM

FRNER IR XA E AR R RIS REA ¢ R R(LE )R, BEaREE T HIHIRE(0.67)
BEm T EA)0.42), BA S RBORMRLN & .
Table 2. Results of independent-samples t-test on the effect of syntactic complexity on infinitive error rate
2. AEEREMNAIENRREZMAVIEII AR  RIGER

FEIER WLDEL(N) T iR (M) bRHEZE(SD) t{f§ df pf{i  Cohen’sd

H&h 307 0.67 0.18
e R = 2SN H IR IR A E AR AZE S N A E G SR,

XF i B B A B AR R (E L, ET)IEAT 2070 A R, FAE = SRBNIA 4514 J5 B A A AE 835 72 R (2 (2) =
41.83, p < 0.001). 4%z} (U1 make, let, have) /5 1B BE F ft iy, 15 76.8% (124/162); &S5 i (U1 want,
plan, hope)J5 ik, 4 58.3% (81/139); HALZNRLE WG HAL, N 35.6% (71/199).

3.5.3. FETFAHR
SEUG A (n = 30) 5 ¥ ) 4(n = 30) FEFTI A R R I H 535 25 57, W 2 [R) T PE AT 4(t (58) = 0.31,p = 0.758).
T T L 1O U B 36 B 2 4 BORT LU 45 LK 3.

Table 3. Comparison of pre-test and post-test accuracy rates and gain scores between the intervention group and control group

%[; S??r-‘ﬁ:F%ﬁéﬁ'—ﬁxa‘ﬂﬂéﬁmﬁﬁiﬁiﬂﬂ:ﬁﬁ%%&i%ﬁttﬁm + SD)
| GIRiRTES S AR 26 B8
S5 (n = 30) 0.66+0.12 0.81+0.10 0.15+0.09
$Z 44 (n = 30) 0.65+0.11 0.70 £0.13 0.05 +0.08
t 8 0.31 371 4.55"
pfH 0.758 <0.001 <0.001

TE: TRR p<0.01. WEEE = JRIMERR — ATIIHER R .

BT R, SCIGAAE A IR RIEE 2 0.22 £ 0.1 DA R IRINZE 0.19 + 0.10) L HE LIRS &
FHRTEHIAEME: 0.09+0.08, t(58)=5.01, p<0.001; #fL: 0.07+0.06, t(58)=5.43, p<0.001).
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3.54. INFVAE EIEFELER

XF 60 A4 TN G(HN 2 5 S0 S0 1 52 ) 1 M S 2500 A0 AT R, 71.7% (43/60) 12 AR ARNTE AN &
I “SE AR TP R R RE .« 83.3% (50/60) K 2 AR N IE] “ A1) T s — 2, AR 5 AL RS to TR .
R—F WM ESEWER “SHMaMEES” &k ARz ES” FIRIYR=M HIE.

3.6. Wi

AW TERGUR A T W AR SAEA E IS I DU AL O iz, Lo AT U5 R 25 i R 7 Bl 3 EfIE 1 B
W Z 2R 5%, AEMRIREL BRI ILGE SR 62.3%) 2 LR ICIRA 2 7 (1)
BRI, PUERZ 542 to MEHRMETAL, SEEEIFEENEM TA, SR A B e
IR SE M EUR A AT, BT T4 to WOATURE B SRISHEA IS o XA S5 AR IR, s T
FEA PR TARCIZ BT, 5 ) %0 sl m SCRAR e AL BRI « Heik, AR 1R(E2~ES) 518 7 (i 1% (E8)
7R T IERBAEANEINE T S 2AE A« AR IRIE T % I B E AR E IR (AE R sh&i. i) EaE
W 26 RV 5 0 FEMEHE, 17T to not do MEIE P A 1R W ELEE MU T O0E [ ] + B g
ghR . IXUEiRILER A, RRESZM OB PR U R, IR BIANEA S SHET A RESE .

KR, xRS AT B B TE IR rp ) b AR 1R v ) 43 5 R b i B AR TSR T %0
I SIE S , B 5 E A AME S SO R T A B SRS 5 BE . B0, RS IRiR” b 3 S HAL(64.6%)
X R T IS N(2013) T [ 5 S 35 B R ORI T 450 i B — B, AT IR RE I 2 24 2 bRl to
(R 2 2 i i PR AR R B[S 10 AR FLRE— 2D IR A T X — 380l R AR AR BER 40 7 Bl ial 28 L,
BATRIAEAL S 0] 5 1) 44 B 22(76.8%) i 2 ey T HAB S ] o IXFFARABIR, MR DUE “Mi4” Mg “ik
7 )5IE “Bhid + EiE + A o AER” (W “make me go” VERJZEEM LI AHIE, K
TR S o VR FIEHE . XNEAMARAERE O ZE, A0ANESE T X iR e T g
ANKH R 5] e HE A R 1 T .

R, RWFFER T ANEE L B E iR R R (A 0.67 vs. faiHA) 0.42), 757202 H_LIF
RE T ERIBH(2003)5F 223 % T “ RER B AR B N AUE S R A NTEIR” iRi[6]. ARZAET, AW
i I S B BOHRRS T 2 7K Fh S (R 3R EE (Cohen’s d = 0.89), JF¥% “H A% B RIEETKE S
FREREL . XWEIF A TIAFIE BRSO T RIS R EERENESLE 7 R B )V ST 1540
WIRERE ST, $R0L T BARIGTE SR Fabr. Bhabh, AT FUH2 H AT 1 20 SR ms B AT RO B0 IE 76 SR
JEHHERE T AT . DA L5 45, 2021) 28 BT RIR IR SIER S 0T, X Wil RE T
T FHRNERBT AR [6]o A FUEE T i A FIARIR BT« BAEFRICoRAL - DhHREBL - 2B X007 - iR
4k SRus AL, FEIEd 2SIV IR T H AR AL G 2 (0 B LA (LI 25 70 5 0.15 vs X HEZH
0.05), XFFITH IR NARREZ AN 2T HUZ M, AWM “MmBITHE” PEEEEF NS RR AL 7 — % fe
(1) SR 42

HE— B I BEE TR, AR 2R R AT BRE IR AL R K O . B A RIE BT R R IR 2(65.4%)
B T WA (39.1%), X — RKISRA JJHSCRE TINVAIE IR %0 25k . fEI TR A AL R R,
) FA BRI AT IR B 2 0 il T SO & 5B AR, TTHISS T % to S5 Th Rt T A bmic R FERE 77,
A4S BRI A BB I TS AU G s o X WARRE 1 BT T, A s o) SRR AR, A
K RE LSRN o€, BRI R IR I SRS (ke B B S 3N 584 -

i bRTiR, Wi AR A E I R IR IE T RS R, R P ME RS L RN RIELE R GG
IR BEMERFAE . R T TSEIG R IIE R, JE T IR BRR BT L BEEVE RE A R T IR . HAR AR
HAET, 2t deplish 2 B R, el BTt Ssaiei N, 51 9% H Esh @ a Xz R
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ITCTE = RO, AITTAE Sl AT ST Rt i BHE FUERE . AW FACONA E XRBCA RO T Bk,
YR A H AR E B AL AL 7 A TR - A - SRR ARSI e, RREE TR
KFEATE R, JFRIRIE LN TSe8s, SRS Al i 223 78 K 2R IR SR A

4. BT RHETHBHAPERER I EHF R
4.1. 3 “HERMWIR” AOREE

B AR A% 0 A2 2 2 E A E AL O TESHRIC to BB BRI TUARE . 0T B AT H 1744 1 i
Ry HECATIRRAAE T HIRHI 27 21 3 B AE sURid to MM RNEBUUA M MR TE AR, I %
H R L T BOR H G N IETE R A Y b — AN G S SR RS R (7] BRI R R L
R, Bt — BB RS AERIREIN TS, G, FOmRT LRt MO S RS BRI R ST, A
HT R ZIE R to MR B IR LA N I AU TE I 6 L, DT S 2 A A L AT EAT A R A
Wro R, E VRS EEIA T HEAT AR IS PR A, ZORZAAEAE B to RIS 78 il — AN R WU E I E 1301k,
TR M B R Sk, B RAEEARC S SRS RS IZ AR E o X EE SN A O S 1 IR g A A
FOTR I S IR, X T BB AOTRME AL BHIRE b 19 B S AL, JE R AR A B A AL S Y B AU T
i B2 A R SR K 2 B i G

4.2. 3 “REMWIR HREE

AU IRIE T X to do, to doing, done ZEIETEIEL M INEEIRIE. EMXHRURR, BEAFHEBHAR
Ui, BP0k R 98 15 3 1] T 205 T Rk TR1EEC 2R RRBDRS DA 0 o A6 280 U7 v 51 3 2 AR e AT 1) /) 2z,
T RGEPENT LR A AT - DhREML S 2% (8], #UM AT I Bh a4k T 5, A L A —ak
DReF e, AR PR A ) HEPU AN RS X ThRE, DhImFES & 2R AE SR 2, gk i A VR e 2 45 4] )5
FIANAH LA o XA IS AR REAE 22 A2 BRI, 9 Wik H BB SR B AE I i) A AN e =X, Tk —
M A B0 B EAE AT IBIEN 2 R 3 44 0] . FEBEIEAE b, B DURE O Th B S/ BEX Hir 250, 2201
ANERT AT 15T 2CAS [R] 17 28 SO e (R ot ) 1, R A 7 A2 =l o0 b IR R HAE 2= 5o IX M AN U 40 21
RN ZR, BERBFHAE N —FAZ 0N A TR REEA R R, 172 7 Z LR i 1E
DIReFr k3l , AT AR A _E 98D R Dy g Vv i 2 2 R4

4.3. 3t “DHRBIR" KR

TUAR AR R(UTE RSB J5 1720 to) & FUNE BEZ A 45 5 o B X TR iz, 2057 08 E TS M kI E — 4%
ANAT IR AV S, R BRI LS A% OB R oy 5 W A B S FH B 5T, AT BELIT 2% > 2 A g 5K
Fric to FEATE HIZ A BB [9] 0 1 188 3 20T 54 e a0 DU PRSI, 1 B2 5| 345 AR N — R A IE
fileg BRI BUTA LA —H A SIS Bhzhinl R E 2 iE s e ), k2 E IR A
ghixsbsi by 7 Ja 2 AL FAFAE[10]. 2454 B QRGN H 1% B84m] )5 7K 5 R B i B 71X — 2k
B, (LRI A B S — A “EEMEEIX 7 o BHREE, HREEE R 0 ) A Sk A X — A
A, ISR A — NS want to do HIA) T, USRS A must do B should do IR X A). FEIXAMEL
HidfEh, AL ESRAFFMEREAR) to, X—MERIMER S —A A IRIAFF BTN, f
VIS B2 A AR RN, 38 S 8 AN oV B0 858 HH 1 e 7 2 MBS N to .

4.4. §t3F “BFmWIR" BREE
to not do X 1B FIRiR 2 BHER PR BEGEE . $T5HE P IRiR, #EFEIZ OIS 2K not to do 1X—
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TR A0 03— AN T A HAS AT 3R B AR BB, DLE X HIDOE “A7 BT i atiE Fic#11].
BARERAE b, ZUWMN e NS E T AT, SRS A “not” TEULALMIThaE I AR RIS )5 B8,
MEVEA to do XA E A FE R EAARS w i, HEWAE BG4 IMENE12]. BTX—I\H, &
RG34 not to do M —ANEERE AT BARIAZ 514k, Bl RENASEE SRS,
WHELEH . “decide not to go, want not to stay, try not to be late” %5 R A5G, KiRAL to not X —HHRH A
FEL B FE TR I HE R OB . [, G LR SRS P EANE ), W pEFTEL A B R ik 2 AR sh T HEA
HME— IERA B 5 8 A 8 EE, X R M SN B AE R CAZ I 2 2 IR0 ZR, BER A NHIOESE
AN AR N, S 2SN BRIEAE P AR 21 H bRiB g5 4 3 sh L AR .

5. %A

AW TR 5 EE, REHER It 7 RREIER ] P A SR A E X I8 i BRI EH
BUEL, JFERR TR A2 RO B A . BEFURIL, 5 213 M iR BB ) R VRS, 2 BRI
BB AETAIRC S ARE R ANE PP AU b B SRR 22 22 57, FFAE D S 2 et B9 R R P PR A S 2 TR
BEXTDUSR AL iR, ASHTFUSR H IR T B BRI RIRIFN 3 170 (9 22 57 A6 T TS ms, G4l id 2 Jp ol
WX HUE N BTN - DHREMSHEIE RN, WOLANEAZA X B TUR . LR B BB U IR 7. 3
SESRR W], ST IR MU BB X R O B AT 52 21 3 O TEER ROR S R

SR, ABEFNAAE € SRR, R A SERAEAS (1 P R L. W T R A T R A
PRV =F R, BRERED I 7 A EVEE R, (B HE TSR AR AR B HRIR
B, XA AHT LSS R KA 2 BRG] . R, ASHT U R S & T AR S i e A A A L
A FWRI R AR R A E IR HER R T HA Rk . WF R T, 2 E RO R S I
i, RAERAIRBIBER 0 F A5 BOR S 3 27 21 2 I A E SR R e 72, TR A BRI AL
HHER AN TSIy . BUESEER T, TSR SR (A R BAS B APRAIE, [ HEAIIBOR KA A R B 5
(AR RS R AFEKCFEEZO) H BTG R4 5 FraR B BR S K5 -

JEEARK, Ja St FURIEZ AT AT IR . EUCE ST RISHIIX . B AR R (I = i b 22 5
s Ik 2 0 b K RABRE BRI 7, BCR I 7820 M7 5 VR B S DR S 7T » DLBSIE AN FEASHIE TE K 451
LB AN B 25y SRSty o (s Al b 411 T 2 T e S W R G e DM DR NS MU ARSE I T B
N2 T3 TF BRI FIRAIE S A TE SRS AR C 8 1 B A SR S VP4l TR, D) SEHESh I TR 7 H S AR
HeAFAl . B IXAEZYEE . BSUTANRF SRR, A IRD W B AR ) 5 B T R REE ISR B AE
0, AR T RIE SR SME HA TR R SR TT .
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