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Abstract: Moral judgment, which was the key link of moral choice and evaluation, referred to individual's
cognitive activity about judging others' or himself/herself’s behavior proper or not. However, there's an argu-
ment about the affective intuition, deliberate reasoning, aswell as their neural mechanismsin moral judgment.
Thus, a series of human brain lesion and imaging studies on moral dilemma had been discussed focusing on
the Social Intuition theory and the Dual-process theory in recent years. Future studies on the neura me-
chanism of the moral judgment should concern of the following factors: using standardized situational ma-
terias, integrating different experiment paradigms, improving the ecological validity and controlling the cul-
tural effect.
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1. 5|5

FELBF A ERAR AL 2 T A0 7 oK (1R 38 8 B L
Z IS T, X T A S A AR 0 G A5 B Y
T o IR A o] AR SR A0 PR o R 45, A B 7 G
R PUE TR .

T A 2 i A VA AR A i U B [ K v X
FAER T — AR (BHER) BIAT IR T TE 1A {E (Greene,
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2003). MINEILFE B&, B W — AN AN T
MR, AEER RN R B 2 BT R

T 10 A 1 A S5 R A el 2 T 1 4
W4 B % 1 M A SR B IR AER R k. 5 bR
I, T AL U i o A S AR HE R A B
KT AN E 1) J5E R g (Carla, Harenski, Olga,
Matthew, & Kent, 2010).
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]
e 1
PRI 2 — ANt 1% &5 8 3 1K 8 3 (1 B 9 F2 (Bargh,
1999) o AR AN RIRHZERL 27 AR A 56 1% ) R AT A
Fto TFURTERR T WA R B AT, — i i B i
At B, MR SR E rXGd
RN TR, ARG G IT T RAL N FI L R4
Sl A G TE A T 32 B R R SRR R, IR E
S BT BRI AL ) DA R 2 TR 9 R AT B AFAE I L
B, DU N AT X 2 A W o i 2 5 in 5 A
HEF I T RIE FH R

2. IEEFI TR T EER ISR @)
2.1. #2E % (The Social Intuition Theory)

211 HLERRHEERS

AR, K (T TE AT 46 S A e ) Wy
HEERKES I TR, HrpsR A2l Hadt
(2001)#2 tH AL E AR . 3X—FT S A AT
TEEHE AR K AR 2 SR AR Z AT AEFRAN
e T N)a, NBIZI& 7 EAR R IS BE, oo
ZIBhREFIBZAT e AT S IERERNE, RS 2%
EH . BRI WA E R

Haidt(2001) £ L EEA E 42t 1 BN AN AR R A
BRI B, HREAEE R WL 1.

W 1R, PR A A REE A WA RS R
TASE: 1. AW, 2. $EHERLE, 3:
B GLRE, 4 AR RIERE, 5 BEMEHIMILRE,
6 BB, Hrr, I 3298 A f£H DIIETE
HERL A 5 & I AN (B) R B O O A TE 1
Flr, XA RESSE B P AERNIEERE Y [
i, A BUEASH SRR UL, HOAWr e 1A 5 tha
FIREXT BN AR, RIS RE 4. B AR
2 5 HidRE 6 #RADUBRIREI N AR AT
(7, Bean B e TR AR A A LLSRAS B B Fh
FRR I EL LIS, St AT BEAR s L DU AN B AT ok
LT

MBI GNE MR I T IEE AR B 1
T R A R U ASh A 7 SO AR T 48
BTz, ST, 2008), MAMEIEEM T APRE
EHBHVL A2 R, B B8 S _ER XL gi
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Figure 1. Social intuition model of the moral judgment
1 EEFIENE S E R ER

PEVR ) B AR A TR LA 0 o X BRI
IR T WU SRTEE A A W 1) 28 RS ORI
2, JIEEFIWT WA I TR

212, L ERILH IMRI fFFZTIERE

e E AL — RIAT AW T A5 3] THESE,
M 7E L il b MDA i 28 R 2 ()RR A AR ) 1% 1 ]
N HAR At B LA AR .

1) IEH R IMRI BT

Moll & H [ % (Moll, Eslinger, & de Oliveira-Souza,
2001) 25 I LI A) 1 R HEEA A “h
MBHE—DTERONT ), —PFRAEENE@ A
ke HZKAURE ), FF SRR BT X I W . fMRI
FROZE SR, ) T A A 25 P 40 W 2 0T 17 DK 4 8
BRI P AR Bl J= 25 15 48 AH SR X

FHN BT R I 2B AR IR T 1 R
RARGRH, 22 MBERT R = (15 26 10 X)) A W ()3 30
(Moll, de Oliveira-Souza, Bramati, & Grafman, 2002).
HITE SCERTHIBOARLE, A IHERS X (55 175 25 10 5%) At
(5 A B RN A ) 1 TE A W I A ] SR O
(Heekeren, Wartenburger, Schmidt, Schwintowski, & Vill-
ringer, 2003).

Moll Z& I8 7T (Moll, 2002) & B, W i A% i 1 P
A R BB 1 AT B 48 B BEAT 9 L AT PE Ak
(R RE 9N & (VMPFC), T WV Al AR SE 4 1 4
B HARZIX 8. Moll %5 A (2006) Ja K LB FT T 4R
178, WRBLETAUT B Z e WL R ATIA 4 R 4855
71 T 17 KA BE 1 i X A0 IX L e SRR 1
17 IR Ak 3R T A ) BT A p 20 B S B AR R I R
(Anderson, Barrash, Bechara, & Tranel, 2006).
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Kliemann, Young, Scholz 1 Saxe(2008) it 7t i
7N, X TEARRIAR b ) 3 A T AR £ xR M i B S
i BE AT S AR T, Ak, PR S R A
W7 J5 1 12~18 B0 3 H A M TG & X (RTPY)——F %
B TTHED AR A N AT = B RIS ——A
I B2 B0 o AR RTP A SE 3B 0 1509 -
TEAE o TN 58 (3R, PERFE, 2008).
ZG R IF T Haidt HBEL .

2) R A IS L

SR, SEHI IR Bl AT Bt 70 A ik s AR A 7
HRAS A2 DA A 28 0 i X1 3 31 5 3 A ) W o 58
IR, b7 Hoh Z R et o 38 I AR
N R 453 4 FF 5 FRATT U0 BT AR B A 2 D Rk R 2 7E
AR R b BOZ B A R

K& I R FCUE S T 52 453403 1) 47 26 hn 13 72 A
TEABAT 2R 2 (8] I IBE & (Koenigs et al., 2007; Luo,
Nakic, Wheatley, Richell, Martin, & Blair, 2006; Mendez,
Anderson, & Shapira, 2005). Mendez %5 (2005) & ik #5
o3 B R E (frontotemporal dementia, FTD) 5 & 1E
TE P HME A B 0 DRI BE R R R IR = o 3 1 B XA
NI R FH T FTD s N2 40 W i s e
IR BGOSR H NS ISR R FR L

TR B A 11 15 A A 850 (VMPRC) T N R BIF 5
(Anderson, Bechara, Damasio, Tranel, & Damasio, 1999)
W] BN RAERTEEIN T RS0 = 2 BOETEHE
PRI DL TE AT N 5 . (H I A R AR S
“CURRIE”, D A5 18 R R R T 1 Jak i b xof 1 )
W )5 A R HERE ) 2

FET M, IR 2 IEHE DL 1 S50 9E 2O B L
) VMPFC X451 8860 N 14T T 1 7t (Elisa, Michela,
Elisabetta, & Giuseppe, 2007; Koenigs et al., 2007). &
RKEIL, VMPFC i AN X T 152815 KB sam) “HJEA
N7 EERERR RN AR, AT 25 KBRS
THLI “AN” EENE RN G EAT R, S
T DR X LR S HER] T VMPRC 1)
18 28545 J2 0 T3k R xof L Ak 1) T A ) T iR A 0 AN R D
RITEH .

DL EARZ fMRI BFFLES R 1 38 2 AH ST i
T R X ——HE A A5 (VMPRC), - e P A RE 25
J& (OFC), #itk, #1-#%, )5 Hl(PCC)MHnay b
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(8] (STS)——3 A% LA K A 28 S B2 P o I (i X, B sk 2
5 TR WA R L R I R R S St
7o (BB TR b TSR A B R e AR
P L0 2 TE) 9% R WA 7347 i3

22, “WdEmI” ¥ig(The“Dual-Process’
Theory)

221 “WEEML” BLHEENR

PREAG T2 5K Greene S [RIF4 Hh 10 XU A& N
L7 BNy, T B[R] A P T AR TE A
ARERIMTH, e X AR AN FEEA
IR A F 40 5 ) AU (Val desolo & DeSteno, 2008).
DR 3 S TE A W i A P ) A i TR 3h, ik
Dh ) 3 S ) W 00 e B B0 F) A 4N T BT 3R B
(Greeneet d., 2008)

Greene fi ti, KM A7 AN JRSL IR L X T 7
W ANEFEAT 9 R A TR R g8, — SR H L
ME RS, 75— DR sl E R AR RS
(Greene, 2005). —F#FREZIF H KL HUIE I T 24
HAEH LUE RGBSR 2 A R L AR TE 1S
SEE P EAEE 5547 (McClure, Botvinick, Yeung, &
Cohen, in press;, Channon, Lagnado, Drury, Matheson,
Fitzpatrick, Shieff et al., 2010), 5 ft 34 KN T & 43
PAZR IR I 3 B AW 4R

222, “WiIEMI” EiLH IMRI W5IERE

R TP IRAE XGOSR T B, Greene %
X G5 1 AN [R] R A ) T A 25 00 L AP s B s 2

1) “AN” A CHEAN N RE R B

Greene B 4l A0 L4 57 £ b AT AATT I 175 IS SR 1)
TE BRI <N N7 138 18 R 35 (personal dilemma);
T A D0 9% 28 52 ) 1) U0 U A R AN N7 (10 1 A TR B
(impersonal dilemma)(Greeneet al., 2001). SZ46 45 R 5
7N, FEEAS N8 18155 45 DL A AE 1 #8 (non-moral ) 175 5%
FHEE, ABEEFNH: 2 - A BOAH K I i X (& =] 5 407t
[ RN B 980 )20 N RS 155 5w o B . B0, T
ALARICAZ NG 5% B XA AR - [l DA S
A TH)FEAS N 1038 A7 52 2L LU AE 53 AP R I 15
IR Z WA . AT WL, AR A NG R TE
B, fhgE o TE AR WA B E R, Tl
AN NS BTG RIS, SRR 1 SR
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2) “HRME” FI AR5 A NIE SR 5%

Greene %5 N AR 12X 17 s 7 B ] SCAEAS A ) T
TERWT A 7y B T “CRMER” ARG 7 AS N1
FIWTHAN G LIRS R EoR, TEMR R G R 55
I, 5 A 3 A S I I X —— BT 40 [5] (ACC) LA
SRR i SRR A O (0 i X ——75 &MU F A 7
JZ 1) 1 #F (anterior DLPFC)—— L 3% 3 & & 1 K
(Greene, in press). @&, FH SN [A]H 175 53 AH
b, SN TE) 46 ) 2245175 ACC Al DLPFC &5 FiA iAH
SRIAIRNG [X BT S (BRSPS £ .

3) “ThRIFE X FI CHAEDFF LT A AERAS
N A

N T R 25 2 S BRI R S 7 ) 0 bR
GH s R T 2R A TR & TS T, Greene 55
NN IX 47 “ThF 3 L (utilitarian)” F1“JEThF) &
SHfi(non-utilitarian) PRI 1)/ N BRI A2 B o 15 48
MR FEZ “E B O BN 5 REALE AT 253K
R RPAERAT A, MEE IR L% “ G 17
Mo

Greene 55 NI, JHth GRAMEER AT A S48 il B g A
P THR 32 SR T . 7R SES AT TR B, 7R N
TR AN NTE AR B, 45 1 R HAE DG
X Ao, IF B AL AR RIS T %, i
Ll 5 E [0 B (DR 2 SO P AR 75 5 [R]85 A8 2 AT I
) EEAC, 5 DA SRl S A TR A 5C 1) fii X 3% 50 9 5
Ko MWEIEAHPFRER, IR r A fss F s
{552 THRTh A KK (Greene et al., 2008) . iX i1+
PN ELREAIE S 1 A 438 1) B DA R0 A 3 1 ) i
MR o SR IE AN AT S5, %45 At A G
JRI, DRI IEAS & A AL R i L5 DR 32 S
T Wr 2 RAAERR VIR R 2

K — R 54 <0 B HE S (Theory of Mind)
fMRI #7485 R 7R, H TRl A O BRI B 1
g L TR] TR e A R TN £ i [X 7 e ) ) A A S
B Gmts UL K 5 145 & 5 AT g R r RS T
A WCE, T AR HE T R R R E A ) B AR
(Kliemanna, Young, Scholz, & Saxe, 2008). #zilT,
Young %5 (2010)3 i I T 28 i 1)k (TM S) 45 A 5 A+
MBI A X (RTPYHEAT T FHt, 45 R R I i 18
T8 S WICH RN A B HE S RSN A .

EH O AR TR S 1 DA 2801 4% 1) 26 3 72 ) BT o A A T B
IfER -

IR SR B T 4 R0 G X AE A [ 3 A
TE SR WA [RIFR B R30S, X 130 7 1 7 i v 17
25N ARSI TR A7 T, A [l 55 R
S U DX A R P DA, S 3 AN B R A R
I, T P A P 4 H AR 4 R 2 ) ) 5
XEEF T SCHFE T ORGSR T Hig .

3. BEMRBER
31 BREBEFENREE

311 M SERERNREE

BRI KA ki £ (18 7T (Young, Nichols, &
Saxe, 2010; Kliemann et al., 2008) 37 #74t 4> B it A A,
B — BE RIS 2 TSI\ D9 B B R e TR ) 3 N 2 AR AE
T ) W7 60 45 S R R b R A F (Greene, in press;
Pizarro & Bloom, 2003; Pizarro, Uhimann, & Bloom,
2003). A —Letff 75 t, T ) B SO AL R FE
REW A RN HEEE BT 3t &1 (Pizarro & Bloom, 2003). #t
2 E R AL O R ——IE W R R hiE A
AR, WIHA—EEH T EESE, R
RARPEEREESE . K, EEE T T EE R
W PRI ARV R BB R & — PR MR VE, AN
REA B E VI 5K (T 2, VTP, 2008), i FH
P T SCUERIE 78 58 A TR AN AR5 o

312 3 “TITIEMI” HiLHIREE

BN, Greene BSH1) “/N A7 A “HEA
ANB)” & (violation) BE& AT “ThRIE” o “HETIH]
137 ST PR BRI A AT 4 D ENAZ AT i R
8 52 B4 X an el s B AR A S, IR LR B
MREIULEA . Moll 5:(2007)i8 48 tH, 15 EAA KD €11
MR FEABRARUF (R AT 4 VMPRC i A (1 180R
BE)TE “RZEREE” Pl T IhAR 3 SO W (R
& MEHANSHIYUE), T “BSEEs” JER T
HHE GBS RN ENAEEE(EZ 1 H
1 IR 5)) o

FEMCEERE b, G0 TR A RN AN 45
FETETE R P A R e 4R, 38 A I f
HESAWTH R AR, HUAEN - B - 1A% KRG
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22 W& [ FRALBEE FE A (Moll & de Oliveira-Souza,
2007; Moll, de Oliveira-Souza, & Zahn, 2008). T,

Colin Klein(2010) 45 th A [R5 55 T i X & 30 1) 22 57
FEASGE AN EN AN 48 A0 53 25 ()58 JJiEHE . Greene
SN ) R J2 XS A B DhRe e e ik, e —A
HIAE 2 BEWS SN F0 3P B A 26 1 T8 AT 55 vh B i
o BEAR, X0 o A R AR P AR A A2 e — Rk

32 MHREFWE RN 2

A B AR R B 8 2 K IRt ik
AT AR TR, HLA A e 2 17—
SESLIO SRR, HAE, BN AR W s
HIM R R4S T e W AN, IEAFAE — L 7R B — D4R
N ST AERIBT TR, SERRARL, TELERS ST
HIEFENE 3R DR 2R 2oy o M S 1P W o 3 R

321 LR

BIF 563 AN TR J7 TR SV 1 38 48 4 Wi B il B 16 %
FhAZ &, 15450 (Moll, de Oliveira-Souza, Bramati, &
Grafman, 2002; Moall, de Oliveira-Souza, Edinger, Grama-
ti, & Mourao-Miranda, 2002), WLEZAIVEMT ) FA (1 &
178 A N 4T ) (Berthoz et al., 2006), 17 & E(H
= L & T & 1) (Guglidlmo & Malle, 2009; Borg,

Hynes, Van, Grafton, & Sinnott-Armstrong, 2006; Berthoz,

Gre zes, Armony, Passingham, & Dolane, 2002), /&%
& B85 E S B (Heekeren et al., 2005) LA K 5500 & Xt
AN TE 78 4] T 1) 52 e (Finger, Marsh, Kamel, Mitchell,
& Blair, 2006), {E# I LeAS 5 (1) FLpl 1, i ]
FRYAFE 0 B 1] SR FH A 448 1] 1) L A0 4 155 52 A R 1 5
Brya (Kamm, 2001), 1 FLHE A AR SRR A i 48
To (I PO RN (Moll et al., 2002) BT & 87 1A
£} (Heekeren, Wartenburger, Schmidt, Schwintowski, &
Villringer, 2003). {HIXLEfff 50 335 th 20— Hh % 52
PR S EE 5 T8 8 T 5 A 25 B RN Tt
I, SEG2H ) AR 6T GBI SR G X B 22
RATEem AR T — At &5 Bin Ll #e, Az
JHURR AR BN IR

ttak, AHF7E(Borg, Licberman, & Kent, 2008)%
7 [FRE () AN TE AR AT N B K IHEAT AR R AE, K
A —E 20 A AN EAEAT AR “ SR o A
Y, OB FT R TE A A BT 5 A 0 P DX V5
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ANEEZRRT e S SEEA R, MRPRT SR
OB AR B A AT A R AR U

A —J7 T, AU B AR E AR R
T S0 EAT AR B A0 A0 R AR 2 5 i 1 A
(Borg et al., 2006), i RIBAIMIERIEORE . XHEMR
%2 S PTRHE W E N A % BRI R R .

322 EEHERE

AHMERIL, WTEE Z B AR P RIS, 1R
RFERE L2 R H 2 B B ER A R AR 2 5 T X AN [H]
(P IE A8 RS SR I R S N TE SIS S AT A
T 5 R 30 0 ) B 20 B 1Y) A R 1 B
T T SRR A 1A VPR A R 5 ) 2 o U 7 B 4
NS 4R () 4 R FE (Benoit, David, & Jennifer, 2007).
HE 2 w5 U AR RIRE, A ek
B BB R I MRS BT, A DGR RS S Y
WA T PRSPt S RS 5. 15 —FhiE
B SEEERAREZMEER, BaiHm S R E 2
WREN. XS R AT AR BT
FR SIS R IR 3% A A TR A ST AR AR AL 1
Vg, XHUHME LB AL SRR R BB A A R
Jey R

LS A Y ) T A A AT B A T A 1) i
J7%. SIEAIE, Heekeren &5 Ffdi F f s o sl bt ok
MM B RMES T, BENAMGREEAmNE R, H
TE IR L6 b B o A H AR A 5% G IR RS2 [A)
g s HIFEE & . 54, Greene %\ (2001,
2004) 1 Heekeren %5 A (2003) 4% H /2 i sth ik 4l ik 4
Wr BB AT N EIE S . B 7 AT X LETE AR B
1) B AR T AR AN TE AR 1 LR AN B 1

AR, BAR Greene 25 iHE I i 17—
RYNNX 5y, BAESEIe P2 B R, A sLitE
SRR WIRRROT I R T AT %640, kst
ARAEBEEZ AR, MATEXFE “HR" S5
CHRT IR, HAESLES s AT I R ke AR
GOEEAE R o NATIXTIX BT 525 00 17 158 1) ) A A B
) T ] B AR S — S R S R AT “EH 5 F
A7 B . AR LT AT A IS R 3R AT BE R R
“CYREE, FUFET —RENEE.

WAk, SEE R R T A AR i, T A
S TE AN EDULAEAN [F] (RIS 48 Al RS SCAd Hh o AR X

35



TELEFIB AL B BURE R

WAL HAZER), WERBCH R R N2 1)
AR, B Res FECEEARE . 2R
A 5 BB AR /D 1 WY SO X T8 AE AN ELANE 2 BT R B
AT BALMIFE o AH IS (185 SCARHTE TR [ 7F T I A
AU BR TR T LEANE D TE A R R e, T
B BN A R R 2 SO R A Sk x
T A BN BEAT R GEWE T, SR Z X5 24

"o AU R FHE P AR S A 5 TR Y PR X R 5% 2R )
IEH] .

3.2.3. LBER

FHORDHE P — M AL G B R e, i
B BT T AR E ), e
LRI Z S PR P 25 0 B A ROR I HESE BT B
FAM R = To R S . PRIk, AT By o B 122 A f 32 A7
TE A W T S A U, SRS PR MR T
fATFRREBE b, A0 3K e T D i ) T A BB o

SEIAT S MR &, A R
TEEHERR AN BT, RISRLE S SR
FIAA R L T L Al 47 1P 2 (Young & Saxe

2008; Borg et d., 2006; Heekeren et a., 2005; Moll et al.,

2002; Greene et a., 2004), e/ P K I8 5 5
1) “PBR” BT, BRI RVE A AR
L AN B SR Ot L v 110 3 7 P 25 R AT VP S 1T A A
17 HAh AR AT 55 (Borg et al., 2008; Mol et d., 2007),
A W R AR TR ZE AL R

4, R AR G B A, 5
A g 2 ORI R e HUE R e B A AT A AR
SREUR .. HAT, AREEREN TR CE
TEUR ST B AR 43 B R0 S 6 8 22 0 2 4 A R n ol
R “Ma” BMEZE SR .

4. BESRE

PAAE — R BB 55 45 SR AR U6 0T 1 T8 48 ) Wy el o A
175 SR DA 0 B B I DX T R R R 2% Y 2 R R
(Sanfey, Rilling, Aronson, Nystrom, & Cohen, 2003). #f
FEAR WA [FN T SCHF 118 26 B o0 I RN R0 4 2
TAETEE A R Ay A A A HRT 2
FU 58 URTAH AR FH I Qe 7 A T A SR 1) R A ) B
PIERRIER I . ZREKRE, AR HRE
BT TR A -

36

HhE, RIS, AEEEE S EEER X
SRR TN B, — AN Rl 56 R U B O B A A 11
2 T IR R G R TE A I R A 2 R 2 A AR AR

Hk, RSBl B, DA Rz — R 51
2 1 bR AR A 1R [ 1) A7 SR R AT 3 35 F 5 A R
Z Ik Z AT b . B WA SR R AT R T
PR T R AR R R B AR R T
FERE . #2147 N E B (Knutson et al., 2010). K
R BIF T RLZAT T A AR . 36 FR i R S g 4 ki
B 5 HIARAEAG IF) R, S253 IR 15 B AL e 1% 2 R A
TRVEA S 7 £ MR K S R A T AR R AR 2 1

W=, EEMERE L, RO DR R AT
AU, DMERE TS5 SRS T A (e 3 LS E Al
Yt . WVFRH LI DU G EAR L AU T
SBLEE T T T, BORGIE AT, AT I 2 Ak
= YRS I B AN 58 8 S A P . itk
Gb, BEARETA AR TEESI AFLE] ST R
DRl 35 38 22 FL A FH 0% 2R 10 5 My 3R 2% 2 B ) R et
Fo

VU, FESEIVER b, B W (R I R 1%
PR B A FEIE A AN B W AR A B JE
T SIEAT NAE A IIAS [FE 25 O B0E R8E [R]IS, P RG
e EN ) — 2R 5 a0 Stroop 4£5% . LRI
2. Simon £55 LA K A BB AE I 48 453X 28 Jy 12 m] A3
TEFNWORF TSI A B B R R, FTRES U TE A
TS LA 200 ) 3 A A ) Bt

B2 R 1 1P s SN VE S SE R e 4 A2 Bt VR [
75 BT £ 415 225 9 5 0 TR ) i X 2 AT A B S 0 9
FELAAER . W47 B 0 75 B0 SZ 453493 P B — i
25 4] 1 157 B AR i) b T O B SR R B B2 A A 42 [B] B (1 AT
Fto ARAKLEIERIL ] 250 TMRI 5T 5 ERP L
PAR Z5 K 75 FEHR SEM M4 A -

ER O 1R T8 48 54 BT 1R DA 0w 2 B 2 B AL e
FTHEZRLARRE, EIRE XA B AT IERA 15
YRGS I — R O A W IS R S B S X
0 S A1 K S Sk s e FRATT N A A B ) T 4 R 4k DL K
TRATTBE A 5 VPR A SO 7 200 FRATT L ATE AR R £
(RN eI 43 8 FE A 22 O B 22 (VIS AN HE B 5. L
Bl G WA REE IR NG R S TERATR
M MEIIERIN, FRATERLE 2
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VEAH S I TE .00 B 2 5 7 22 4503 (Nlichol s, 2006) . 177
TE QS BB 701 45 SR R 8 S 1 2 BB SR AL R A A E
—HE, B FA TR R S50 50 A T A B 2 A
1850 HH AH B T AR o
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