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Abstract

Based on the Appraisal Theory within Systemic Functional Linguistics, specifically employing its At-
titude System (comprising the three subsystems of Affect, Judgment, and Appreciation), this study
conducts a discourse analysis of the core chapters of the UNESCO report Al and Education: Protecting
the rights of learners. By combining quantitative statistics with qualitative analysis, the study aims
to explore how the report constructs its discursive stance and value orientation on the topic of ar-
tificial intelligence in education. The article concludes that UNESCO successfully establishes an au-
thoritative, balanced, and constructive stance through this set of discursive strategies, offering a
perspective for understanding the discourse of technological ethics in global educational govern-
ance and providing insights for relevant policy formulation and media reporting in China.
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1. 5|8
1.1. fARE =R

MHT, ARG R IS IRZES, RS RE TSN TR R . BE AT
RESE AL MR R RO R, BB R R IETE BRI R A PR . — 7T, BORFEME A B s v] B I 59
EX CNPATRE” WIRERE; H—0, FEmi. SERAMEE S M, EXEaE™, ik
SN IEEE AN B b 1]. L ChatGPT. DeepSeek %5 A8 H4: s A T % BE(Generative Al)
KA ZCE R, A 2] B8 B E O SR BB I RN, 5] R VF 2 A0 R B 5 A0
Phig[2]. Ik, ASCEEE BAENEEEEINE, A KA SCE Uk R B o8 — Rl 48 Haa D)k
B, EIERFEAREH B, DA RNBE RS NAARME 54251,

TR SR, ENEEREE QI E AT N, B PR UR A A AR & AU BRI E I S5 K
P, HORWIE S E AL ZE WA SE S A SRR E R . A E OB U ZI(UNESCO), R G EE
FIRTTAE B ESCRINI, HAEN TR BEBUE 1R B R A (1 R AR 5 BA BB E bRy m /)5
THIERU[3]. 2021 4, AR (AN TR AEHEZCTE) B UNESCO KAi[4]; 2025 4, Hit—D% &
HEWIE, KA (AL SEE: R I8R5, RGHR T ALZE N H BRI 3RS
NAEN] o XHEIR A HEIE T, A BT B R Sl fE AR B S i h M A B ST, o
fRATER AT 208 IR 05 15 18 S S A SE AR 4

1.2. FASEIRE

TR, EERARECESCARIEE BTt H 2t 2 21500 £ AN T E B E R FLAUR, Heinsfeld 55
REET UNESCO (AN THE B E S0 7Tiar) TR AR, AR s T AT AYRAIE
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FREEK

INFIRE RIS T )5 N JEME, THREAS B SERTy, (Hn] 58 5 B0 AR YL g A0 A Rk B A5 XU
[5]. fEEWNZS, PR CH Z NH T BUGTEE . SRR E AR EE SN . fEEGA TS,
RESHHTE¥PNM IR S5IE XML G, HE 7R EANMEH K T N TH e il o & 1) 3737
Kik, RIMKFNEEG “B25E60F” MEAR A ) Mg TE 28, @l 2 Mo R Bah @ 1
RES LM A THUERETE R [6]. fEEMAIT RN, IERSkFEED (RFEHIRDY A, BTEERS
NEBRZE GORn G 2R 5, At 1T “—ar— 887 B UERE P RS B TR A AR IE, RIS RS2 “ B FH R
P> TEEEIR > KIBTETIE T B, BLAERT TR SR A M S M A AR R E (7] AEEARTEE
B, AR SIS BE RGN B T R g SR L2 A T PP TR, R I U T A R
PR AR E AL TREREE, MBI, AW, SR =R 5L TB b
SIS (R 0 0 2 2 A X8

SRT, VPN RIS N T B Frdl 27 AL 0 BUR TR R ) RGME AVTECAE =, Rl NEE RGN
7555 UNESCO WA FEH ARAG I G i h MR TR 2 B AU AN 2 I o i, ARWFFEREE DL =/ M0
I 2

1) UNESCO {AI and education: Protecting the rights of learners) /L&, 1HEE. HIWT. $EH =2
A FE GEUR I 3 AT R AIE S AT Bk A 2

2) RS BRIR A E U A A 22 5 7 X e 22 el AR 45 TR S A O s 5B 35 ?

3) AEZESEE G IREET HATAh Al BE W SO ? XERN Al 208 BOEH € 5 SR IE A
JAR?

2. TMIERESE RS S IER
2.1. VNIRRT IR E

PEA PR 12 (Appraisal Theory) & RSB HE1E = 2%(Systemic Functional Linguistics, SFL)TE & &L &
R EZEIEISAR R, HIEF %K Martin 7 20 2 90 AR H, )5 i Martin £55235 75 21 W] 25004
Z9][10]. ZHILEIE KT R%: & (Attitude). /1 N\ (Engagement)F12% % (Graduation), HAZO7E T %
W SCA R RIB A FEA AT NBRC RIE S WO, ATl 1H IS B V055 R 3R B 2 FE AN iR (i 1 7
[ 11]e PP EIR RAY 1 (L4005 5 HAEM ST ReANE R Dhae L0 RBR, Fa 70£E mUE i 22\ brIise iR 2
HEE, X RGTREE N R ZE A4S 715 X (Semantics of Evaluation)[fIH A HEAT T HREMN12] [13], ]
VE R BTG R RS 4040 T 5. .

H, BERGGEZERKIZO[14] BXRIEES TSR TS5 EMIMEEH, FEnriE—2 R
7 NE B (Affect). FIWT(Judgment). %5 (Appreciation) =T R4, 45 PLRE ANEEL He AR
W KAT N, DL HYIANE . X =R R IR RIA R AN A B8 O R, AR B 15 5 0 A5
MU T R B IR R, By TR AR R SRR (8] [15].

2.2. BRI S S HHESR

A ST RNE B UNESCO T 2025 KAk (Al and Education: Protecting Learners’ Rights)
AL 5HE: RPFAFBRDIIZOET, B 4. Ho8 “WAHESHERE" (%0 ALX¥2
HINERe isg), I E “EEFTARSE T AL BERIRL” (0 AT EEN), 2
NE RS OARERAEN " o BRRURBOL S B R IR A R B, SIS ITIERE, b 118 A
A VPN WV AIE R TR

AFFCRIEN G T S @ TS & ITTE: B9, WIETPM IR E RGN/ BEL, X3

puiid
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R RO R T ST = SRRIREAT N TARE S 0 G0t R, H = SRR Y IE S 2 AT —
UARES G wa, SG BRAGREAT @D, RS BRI AR 55 T4l s s 5573
Rik. gt RWE 1. £ 2 fon:

Table 1. Distribution of attitude subsystem resources in selected texts

=1 ERSETRGERNH

SET RS HBUIIK Bt o5 Ee sl
1 1% 7 5.9%
Sy 36 30.5%
K 75 63.6%
Mt 118 100%

Table 2. Distribution of positive and negative evaluative terms across three resource categories in selected texts

2. ERZLEFRDPRRSHERITFNIALS

BET RS SR FARRE PPN Lk THARPEVPAR Bl HHPEPERY Lk
1 1% 7 3 42.9% 4 57.1% 0 0
FI 36 22 61.1% 14 38.9% 0 0
3 75 46 61.3% 26 34.7% 3 4%
it 118 71 60.2% 44 37.3% 3 2.5%

3. th5ve
3.1. SEFED B EEIFE

Wi 1R, EFTHERUN 118 M RTCREVE R, S5 PR (63.6%) [ %, FLUGZ R
FEIR(30.5%), 5t ANt b 5.9%IE BB IR % H BRI SO B TR AT BOR . 2OE A INATRE
WG AT AL 5 B S & - UNESCO I AExt BRI A EREAT B A, eI THE—&
KT AL ZUE N VRS HEZE S EARUE 16]. HB I = e ELA I 2058, UAARBL 1 325 X & EBURF . #L
B RS ST R FE AR AT R0 5 18 2 AR a7 B B R A P AT R T AR R LI
TS AR, R AR 0. BUBH E PR SUETE XA, i BAE ™, bar. BAEAE
e

MRS — SRR SCR AR, AT FOE G T A8 B TR AR R A, S Rk 2
FiRe TEVPAN B A EAIRN, 0B ek AR M v V8 AR A I A 1 8 ) 2 I — S IR . AR
W PPN B IE 60.2%, TEARIELEAT N 37.3%, A 2.5%MIH EEA . X R0 IE MBS SR A RIS, RET
R AL T BEEE R RIE AL IE AR AR N E AR, OB ™A% B v Hoor ANk e 5 AL
BIEfETE, BR—F WA 5 “g%”7 HFENPE .

RIS R R G, BRI 20 BE ) 42.9%H1 61.1%, XAREL T %  xF R EUE#AT 3h (i A8
FIAEZE, SEEVAEA R IETE S . MESERES, BRI G 61.3%, XEHEFEH T IEME
ENRETAS INAIRE ) BB AT ARG A ] B AR B, AT 56 JERIYE AT S 1) 47 T 6
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4TI REEVIRTEE, ST “AA L G,
3.2. ERASER: EERIERSTIIRE™

IR G (Affect System) & RIE Y il & AU BN, et 605, RYR. B, Kot B Tis
N M S SMELA(13]. AR RRIREREEAZ (T ), EHIREEERET
IR SATEN R, e S EE S IR AR R

4] 1: ...the right to education and other human rights are at risk [affect: -security].
4] 2: ...urgent national and international action calls for [affect: +desire]...
#] 3: ...we must clearly realize [affect: +inclination] that the risks of Al in education are real and far-reaching.

E 1R, atrisk J&— SR AR 22 415 I (insecurity), ‘B AN R EAKIER I RERAT I, TR
W AT I AR = ORBEAL I IR 5 SRR T 280 A AR BB 2 18T o i 1 R B I X A G e Ar, A8 SCHfi S
TIENAE AT — A H AR AT HFAER AR 2, WA EBR RS, A0 52 208 B
HRAPEE I 5] 2 H calls for FIA T 5mZI M) R, B E PRt 2 AT 3 R R B R AN BHE )
BURPERE, T 7 XTS5 A 1. # 3 1 must clearly realize W & —Fil\ = BRI, 185 6] %
‘f%*iﬁﬂ EINHBhia &, sl 7 s AL RS EAE A RS B

XL E IR E A 2O Cfal - PR - A7 BE R AE R SR at risk BRSLIEIERIE I,
FiER calls for R TR, )58 must clearly realize 5| S & B2 KUK N 0. BEARTE B IR 5 EL

A%, HEAECAE RIS E ML, B2 7GR, RS8R ERAIW S %5 REE 7
A o

3.3. FIBRFER: » Al MR{TREEREML

FI T R Gi(Judgement System) & WK A — R VAL 2 IR NS FAT R, 0T BLA Ntk 22 PFH)(So-
cial Esteem)Ffl4E 225 (Social Sanction)#2. #1215 77 TH AL 1T N IV (Normality). & /1(Capacity)
1t (Tenacity), #1222 R AFEFLSL A FE(Veracity) 1E 4P (Propriety) [17]. W 855 & A8k b B 210
WETH, &S EBT. ZEVM . S ST R ERAT AT TEE SR LR, X
T —Rhont AL Z0E N H LG PEAESE

3.3.1. [ERBENFIET: SRIFRRENHIRILZE

] 4: ...strong [judgement: +capacity] data protection measures, ethical [judgement: +propriety] frameworks, transparent
[judgement: +veracity] governance, inclusive [judgement: +propriety] access policies, and accountability [judgement: +pro-
priety] mechanisms...

5] 5: ...all efforts must prioritize [judgement: +tenacity] a human-centred and rights-based use of digital technology...

B 4 JELEE R 2 — RANIE R PR IE, A T AR ALVREIAR . Strong (5 11025 B ff
P T B8 /4 Wr(capacity), SRR A AUR & R HIZLT); ethical (&-FAEEE). inclusive (BLAEVER).
accountability (7 1] 57 (1) ¥4 J& T 1E 2414 4 Wr (propriety) , 58 1 Vi FEAE 22 05 04T A 46 B VE 5 41 25 1E 3 ; trans-
parent (12 B 1¥7) ) J& T B SE 4 Wi (veracity), SRIAGELSFERI AT OIS . IR LW YR SR, fg
TR AUGERAMESRHE, N5 S0 JCRTE R 1) i A AL T SRR

] 5 FH prioritize (5575 F8) & —Fh )M FI W (tenacity), SRIATEET B AN F A0 Zi0 1R & AN F2 Hb I
FELLA R AFIRCR] 2 1) S50 o 3% — AR < ARG 7 WA R B3 A BARBIAT N EER, R Tk
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AT A AR R 5 ) I TV
3.3.2. BAEELEHIET: IHTAEAEREELTEHIES

5] 6: Any Al education tool that aims to replace [judgement: -propriety] teachers’ core teaching responsibilities, or
deprives [judgement: -propriety] learners of the right to independent thinking... violates [judgement: -propriety] the basic
ethical norms of education.

#] 7: Some commercial Al education products ignore [judgement: -propriety] learners’ cognitive development law...

violates [judgement: -propriety] academic integrity...

B 6 H A replace (B 1L). deprives (FIZF) violates (HETF) A& — 25 Bt i A S0 THD IE 24 PP . R4S
KB RBUMAZ QIR DT RI3F 5 ) F ML AR AT N B VR BB A EAE Y, KOl
H— B HR IR TE, e LT S e 2 R . XA SRR AT N ER T TS Al TRERAGBZ
[ K 4 PR i ) 2 R

B 7 WEE— B3tk AL P2 54T T HEH . Ignore (ZAR) RN Rk EARAT i i FI, wETILAT
s MR 23 17T R 21 3 (P R R R B s violates (i ) ) EE HR OG22 AR Il AE SR )42 55 . ik alad “ Rl
Fas” 5 CNEIER” XS, M CEARIDIFENT 5 CHUEARE” MIEMEMR, T A
FIEAT IR I JE

3.3.3. fAEGEAFET: AR R ROER

#] 8: ...overreliance on Al chatbots can lead to... cognitive atrophy [judgement: -capacity].
] 9: ...Al tools that directly provide answers... skip [judgement: -capacity] this key process... learners’ ability to

independently construct knowledge will gradually degenerate [judgement: -capacity].

%1 8 H1 ) cognitive atrophy (PN K122 4i7) & — MR il 7 S g 77 I W, FLVPAR 6T G2 T FE A AT
TR 2 FH——RIN AT 9 FARDA B8 HEORTT 3 30 8 SHARIRE I IR . Atrophy (Z£4i) )5 L %
RiE, fa88 BB SNLRERAL, AL fE F R AR I FE A AT X% ) F N ENRE 1 i3, FHAR
N ST R ) T A NSO R 2 T . 51 9 H Y skip (ki) @ ek BUE A AT TR BT A A
AW ——TR TR B BTSRRI TR, 20 Z IR B RUX R T, &R R T 6 ks 8
. R IR R RIS FE I ANEE;  gradually degenerate G5B L) 2 T 22 31 & N ENfE 113
RIS A . X e RS RIA T o B - O RE Bk - AR R DRI EE, B
ALXAMEINEIR R fa R R4 . M EH Ak,

34. £HEBR: MHELARSAANAEDONESE

Martin %5 A\ B35 & PEN K & 1% 5 R 4L (Appreciation System) F 2 V. (Reaction)« ZH i (Composition)
AN E (Valuation) = AT RGeA L, HA s SRTZE B2 531 AR T (Tmpact) B i (Quality ) P14 (Balance)
HIE M (Complexity ) HF 4 NBLEHMIIK 36 SRR AEEAT IRECANPPAN, IR FHICER IR Relit . W8 0 Aoy
T E AR IE AR, DA RS R S B BRARFIRUR 18], 458 BRYR R ATE K b 5 FH 8 22 R A5 FE 2R
(63.6%), HINRem R TR#E AR ANKINFIRE ) REITE RN EHATIRECE €, DU E A
TCRITE AL B H I 2

3.4.1. EEANELER: BIAXANPFTERNE

5] 10: ...the process of completing learning tasks independently—including thinking, exploring, making mistakes and
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correcting them—is the core [appreciation: +valuation] of cognitive development.
#] 11: ...learners’ core competencies [appreciation: +valuation], including critical thinking [appreciation: +valuation],
creative thinking [appreciation: +valuation], collaborative communication [appreciation: +valuation] and lifelong learning

abilities [appreciation: +valuation].

1 10 AR FH S0 2R 1) S B0 259, (L HAR ITAS B 0 NSRRI A SIS ARHEAT 1 W et 477 BL48  (valuation) .
s B MR U EBLE” X B R ONARIR IR L (core), IXSEPR 1545 TARIRE
NAREEFIR %, M2alSNEMERE; X —-IEARSGAAATERNEFMME. XL
e SRS N —Fh “CHETTET SRR T NIRRT R

B 11 WA FI2E 07730, X — R OERIFHEAT THMERE. IRERACAVE R 4E. QNEEE4E. b
VEVAIE . 28 B2 21 RE I WIRA T E N AL 2B LA IR 5 1) “ R iR o IRAIME E A R A W Th fE -
— 71, BN AL BORIEE NMARIE T OMED R —— SR IR 55 T IX 2 NSRE IR TR, M ARRUm X
Zs U7, EONRERT AT RS LA SR T OME S I —— AT 55 I LE IR EAR N AT, HN A
SE B -

3.4.2. [EEERER: MHEFRBIEHARE

5] 12: ...education is no longer the cultivation [appreciation: +composition] of human ability and quality, but the me-
chanical adaptation to the algorithm logic of Al tools. This alienation [appreciation: -composition] will fundamentally damage

the essence [appreciation: +valuation] of education...

Bl 12 JEIEXTEEEE R, X BCE RIABURPEREAT O E T . Cultivation (85 77)—TRIKBL 1 X 30 #4 B
(composition) 1 IE % ¥ ——HH MR NG SRR E LR, KEAFMARRS. 52, al-
ienation (57 40)F2 Xt A B MRS IR TIALSREE BE, % 1 #0H MRS IR A0 SR IZ R LS
RLE AR HT S R EE I o, MR T CAREET 5 “RNEET O ErR, s N
(B2 A R TG AT R FH HEAT Stk 0 g 20 B

3.4.3. LR MEME Al EANNESE

4] 13: ...this kind of unregulated [appreciation: -reaction] Al application... is the root cause [appreciation: -valuation]
of learners’ cognitive ability degradation.

4] 14: ...the risks of Al in education are real and far-reaching [appreciation: -valuation].

B 13 H 1) unregulated (JCERTE 1)) 2% AT B PIRAS B AT SR % 5 (reaction), 3R H i = FITE 20
AN AT 52 s root cause (FRIE) 2 0k He DR AN B I S A R, K o iYE AL R HH 5€ 7 A A E RE iR AL 1Y
MRA R o 3% P XCE 75 5 Ak 1 X RE AT 7= St ) D B

%1 14 H1#] real and far-reaching (B 5K H IR ZG F)) /2 0T AT KU J& M 1 A B % 5%, s UG R3S K
RIS, W2 RA R SLE A v . X — AR S IR R SUTE)” SRt T AT

.
3.5. HREEE:

AHE TR R DN CATBT FEREAT 1AM Fe AR . B %G, EIRESRISZ M, BT UNESCO i 23
HE TR > FIWBIR > HEEIRM R, X mRHE S0 E e SakmEn (PEARY “—
7 SRE R AT R I AEAR L Z AL, SR 1 % B BRI MBS P R AR . SR, ThRE
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REMAPAE 257 TEMAIEIE T, S P BREBER Fo Bh” B IET R % Ti7E UNESCO B
A, SRR T A E U TR AR . B A S R AT, R R
WIS IR . X — 25 R T B AT B 25 VEIR S RE D b 2

HU AR A B BRI TS 7, AT Heinsfeld %t UNESCO i bl ALy
B W T B b o AL 0 W AR 1 UNESCO BT 745 U 9 T 1040 A SR S Rk R ez e
90 T B 4 R T4 5 A DA R D R AT AR, 5 0 0 7 5 0 PR T 8 T A0 P 0
AR E S HARBAM” 55 AKP0E L WIEEK S, WEREILT UNESCO fEHARfEE 4
e SR R 2

R, FEIERRE, S EFAMATER AL, AR T UNESCO B A A R 4
SR, R SR T = KA VRO B R AU T R RRE T . S b
RENSIHASEMN “ EMAER” BRI, UNESCO Wb S EMET “HESHERNE” —i@
o A SN T R 0 R R A AR R R A o FE %), AR ST 4R J T 97 B U ) i
Yy, &5 R T B SR SUBOR i T B RS R S b I XL R

s LBk, ARSI RGMAAIRR T UNESCO 75 Al SUH BB E R E @b Bt 4435 404
SERMCHBIORS G, IR AR AT B AT T H 00T B, AR [ Rl S ]
TE R TR 4 i PR BB SR 0 T OO 25 2 T M S R4
4. B

ASCET MR IS RS, X UNESCO (Al and education: Protecting the rights of learners) i #5
2L BETHAT T 2 B IRIEESNT, KGR T ERRAZHE Al 208 B0E B RTR R 15 15 @A
s

WEFCRIN, ZAR i i BV R R 1R SR, DA T — M “IRpE S E IR E” WP LY. B
Je, WERIER ST AL 208 B BRI RS TE B 20E A5 NN mae 1 I E VAL 2
[, JEE NRIE T BLE IR ERIREGS B, B THEAITCEE AL R HIMES R . ik, 759
50 F ( T BE U0 5 B . AN RVE AT AT E ML, B HEAR R 0 A A A #E 1
NG DAT A 5, 15 BEUR RORS AR A E SCHA BE G LR IR 5 AT 3 a9 BRI R
G IREL I

FEIESA) b, Rt IR YR 5 RS B A A RRE X AR T PR A SUE A BRI VR FRAUR
1T ITEE EAL: BEEE RIS, NONBERABARIEM E X BEEE RS, SORREFEAGEF: REZE
HERITEMIE N A, NARER E AL FIRRME . X Fh-P #3737 1E /& UNESCO F8 [ Rl 2 fE R ARG FE 4
WHFTE R E . A5 TS W .

SOV BRI S T bR 2R SR BB T, #8787 UNESCO 7E AL A BUE 1 iliE g
R BT AR FHITE S oI, EW AL 208 BURSIE 5 BEAARIE SR AL DL BARRT #1815 5
W& EE L

(—) BUESIEZ T

BURSCATT 2% UNESCO & 0 Wr Bt Y 4 FH S, EBURSCA i strong data protection
measures. ethical frameworks. transparent governance. inclusive access policies. accountability mechanisms
SR AR, MR SE R ALV BRI (A ARE o IR SEIR VAN IR | B 22 HE, TE A% ORI e 2 XA
HRTREMME AR . EAE AL N FHZLZRS, FIAE45E4R & 1 replace teachers’ core teaching responsibilities.
deprive learners of the right to independent thinking. violate the basic ethical norms of education 23R, Wi
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ARIjae @ EAREE E SO THEZ 0, R NIEELA W . BRSO T R 8% 0 5 055
A {45 45 H X core competencies. critical thinking. creative thinking. collaborative communication. lifelong
learning abilities. the core of cognitive development &5 % ¥ FURIIZ H,, M B A LERMMERTE, A
JE SRR N S A H S

(=) BREAAHRE J2 T AT A SRS

YRR P 2 AT 9T 48 O AS B B S I SR, AP O RIE SZ Y FEARIE AT BUE UUEI, W]
&Rz H atrisk. urgent action calls for 25 B TR E 1E L BN fE LRI, (HRCE G B %N . BITER
TEH R E B, &R “HE5 S EH, maEBREaME. EREF RGIEH core competencies.
critical thinking &F % BRIVE, #2038 FEAR AL BB BGEMMES IR R . B0, EHRIERE AL EE = me,
AISEI A R B AR R TR AR RV L S & SRS 7, BT R R SRS TIX — H xR
W EHECHR) AL N, 754 transparent governance 25 1F [ HIWTHEAT(8 S rE#HRE . Bltn:  “H Al
LT AT IR BT AL Z0E A B AL, B OREOR B RS BB AR BEAE  ” AEAEAS BEXUR (1) AT N H
H[ % violate the basic ethical norms of education 55 ] AW iE AT LA ARE . . “i%r= ik B S
UM PR E BUFER T, WTRERIF S AEM BER N 2, B T HENEAMCHENTE. 7 FEAH LI
PIIE A BIREE ], FEHRIE F ORHF IE M AR AR IR, BEEIR AR, XA AFIARIEW 3 3 BEEAL
FVERF, AT 2 AL RN E . ATEHRIE (Rl — SOB R A “TRAE 58 0FE” XEM A, BERkiE
FORBIHTHCR, W ITE HIBAERE .

AHFFAEI T UNESCO — 4l i (0 AHOR 1T, ARRBIE S AT 4 RAEBE L, % EE 43 B A [R] [ bR
M OECD. BKHE . HEFRATER) I AL ZUE 161, R HIEE SIS 1 7 7 S A U WATgda i A
RASRERG, ATHAMWATHNEIR T, DARRERRHR TR A E LY WS, 5
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