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Abstract

In order to make the local residents better communication with people beyond the Hainan island,
to display island national characteristics, to let the visitors know more about personalities and
cultural characteristics of local residents, and to reduce unnecessary frictions when both of them
contact, this research issues the test results of Li nationality from 1000 subjects in Hainan Pro-
vince, taking the way of quantitative studies, with the internationally recognized and widely adop-
ted psychological typing tool Myers-Briggs Type Indicator (MBTI). Through the analysis of the data,
the author obtains the distributions of psychological types of the local Li Nationality on the 16
psychological types, different gender, different age, and different regions. Furthermore, the author
gives some countermeasures to put forward in the construction of Hainan International Tourism
Island, on how to communicate with them, from the perspective of psychological typology, ac-
cording to psychological characteristics of their psychological Types of Li nationalities in Hainan
Province.
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1. 5I8

YR S AT AR i bl . AR MR St e S IO BRA T A E R A LT 89.2%.
R SRR T I B R R I R, AT CRR I 5 R ST ] [2].

R SR SCAG AR R ST FO A SO . 3 AT A A R 8 e A RS A R 2 5 HE R R & L
fib R . BEE A T R 2 B S M 5 AR (R B MR P 25 A0, ST F MR DB BT, AT 7 th
] I 7 4 O AR SO SIS, LT 2 I A RSS2 SE T T AR R RN, D A b
WA I G AT EIRRIL, AR SR AEATAL, MR 2 RS R R B, T AR S i B
(9L FE A J 0 B AE S A AR VP SO M DB SRR OB AT 4 7 M S B A
HAIALOFRAEAERE D) AR AR S 1A R R 2 53 X e ), AU TP 7 K 6 4 1
BT FEIERIHIE T304 AT A TR

2. ARAE

M EER A (Myers-Briggs Type Indicator) &3 [3]-[9], 7EFR S =0 WO, BHhX 5y
S 73 b 22 AR A 2 M B A A AT B, LB ST BE T AT, IEN R A SEBRAE TS A S
PHRFEREAT %2, OB ERII4E 5 F[10], $2H T 585 NAZERX 5. Bk II3EAE B WL 1.
3. MREGRE»h
3.1 IFERBEANDERBLDGFHEINERS S

FE R 1000 f3 A 24 6 v, 304 2 600 N, 531 400 N o ARFEIX L8 ) B T Hdls i Ge i 4
FLAR L BRI & 1 LE B an e 2 .
M7 2 e 3T, O Z A MBTI O BB SR D A I DA R — B2 7, b T i gt
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Table 1. Basic information of the subjects (N = 1000 persons)

= 1. Wi AEAREZ(N =1000 A)

O WNEESS 7S e TN ()[R

5 400 40.00%

4 531
1 600 60.00%
WEA T 100 10.00%
Hb sk Byt il X 168 16.80%
= 732 73.20%
HE 748 74.80%

ERE
HHAE 252 25.20%

H: RPHFN15~44 %, PN 4559 &,

Table 2. Table of the overall distribution of 1000 Li people 16 mental types (N = 1000 persons)
7z 2.1000 &R 16 MDBER 2ASMIBE LR (N = 1000 A)

NH 53 H(%) HBE S EY =D ad

ENFJ 42 42 4.2 4.2
ENFP 33 33 33 75
ENTJ 76 7.6 76 15.1
ENTP 29 2.9 2.9 18.0
ESFJ 66 6.6 6.6 24.6
ESFP 102 10.2 10.2 348
ESTJ 132 13.2 13.2 48.0
ESTP 33 33 33 51.3
INFJ 54 5.4 54 56.7
INFP 53 5.3 5.3 62.0
INTJ 56 5.6 56 67.6
INTP 40 4.0 4.0 716
ISFJ 107 10.7 10.7 82.3
ISFP 53 5.3 5.3 87.6
ISTJ 88 8.8 8.8 96.4
ISTP 36 3.6 3.6 100.0
At 1000 100.0 100.0

BURM LRI 3 7 . ESTY (Fh il idks 4RI W) Y . ISF (P9 ) Bevi 5 IR I AL . R ESFP (Sha] g
BN, AT 5 e 13.2%. 10.7%. 10.2%.
Wi 4 fis, FTAORE E- 452 L, F 51.3%KE REiH T E (b3, 48.7%F | (HH)ZE; 1E
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Table 3. The 16 psychological types of the residents of Li Nationality in Hainan Island (N=1000)
3 BEBREER 16 #MuLIEAR RN = 1000 A)

ISTJ ISFJ INFJ INTJ
N =88 N =107 N =54 N =56
% =88 % =10.7 % =54 % =5.6

ISTP ISFP INFP INTP
N =36 N =53 N =53 N =40
% =3.6 % =53 % =53 % =4.0

ESTP ESFP ENFJ ENTP
N =33 N =102 N =42 N =29
% =33 % =10.2 % =42 % =29

ESTJ ESFJ ENFJ ENTJ

N =132 N =66 N =42 N =76
% =13.2 % =6.6 % =4.2 % =76

VE: FHP RN MBTI A [14h A - PR (Extroversion-Introversion, fai#R E-1). 5 - E 3t (Sensing-Intuition, fAiFk S-N). B4k - 158 (Thinking-
Feeling, faifk T-F). HWr - &41(Judging-Perceiving, fifx J-P) 7S .

Table 4. The specific distribution of mental types in different dimensions
= A4 AR OB RBERNMER FRNRESHIER

ik AN# T 43 E. (%) KA
E 513 51.3%
E-1 0.68
| 487 48.7%
S 517 51.7%
S-N 1.16
N 483 48.3%
F 510 51.0%
E-T 0.40
T 490 49.0%
J 621 62.1%
J-P 58.56""
P 379 37.9%
it 1000 100.0

P < 0.005

S-N 4R b, 5L7%HIHE T S ()2, 48.3% MMl T N (B 5)E: £ F-T 45 I, A 51.0%[1)
MR ] TR F (51028, 49.0%K) & R T T (JB4E)2E; £ -P4EE F, HF 62.1%H# Rk J (K
W), 37.9%MBEIRIERE T P (AN, BRI S, HEFT BER IR RAE O BT 1) & 4L FE I ) 43 ) A
E 2. S, F IR, £ FRHK%, WRBIEE E-1. SN, F-T 4EE7E 0.05 /KF EAFEREER;
W B AE J-P 45 7E 0.005 /KF L, fFEREER.

R N OB BRI AAE R E E R OB b, BRI AT E
(Bhr)ZE. S ()R F (BRI (AN, (HTE 16 Ao IR F) A5 L, HFREEE A LL ESTI(AH )
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JRGE BRI RA 5 2K, JLUGR AN ESFP (AMAEGE GBS AL, AN ISFY (P Al i i B ) 2R 2
g O B TS I D BE A B0, W B BRI O BERFAE R IR G R AT S AR A
WA AR ER R, R N RAE, BE ot TR BARFERG ARG EGE®,
& PBRAT, M EEGEARAT AL, If B Un 8, Espmt e, ANEREREsEA R AR
B, PR EZR A AR, SRR %, R IR Z A BT R,
BRRRIATRENE; BB BIRAERAN S N BRR, BERNEMNRERRZ, AR,
ARNEEHEAHE. AREARIEN, TR RER AN IBERLZ B4 A, YR, E
AT A BB/ RIBARS G S AL, BIFTTN, BYNRREERA: AL LRSS,
LN 5 B2 R, S RAFHEEIAE, XAR AN D ARG ISMER TR B
RN ISR B AR AR Ay SR ATT (BT 2 3t AR — AR, BRBsRsy R, A RIR AT
P, A B R 2 R R L 5

BEXT VA BRI B O BAFAE, AR AR R R A T e e, DA O BRARRAE 5 3 S T )
KRB R, WEAMAR. RS AEZRIEL, AN RRSITE A, 785 23 5%
i SR Sy, Gl KEN . AWHSEEIG, K NFIPER BN TR e S TR S
SRR AL, N A AL A B R sem, At A T B AR S N Z R &R, A
AT, AINEEBEHNE. HRANDRRSIMEER, S0t A iRE S, AR
ARG EENE, EERRAEE . W S NMRERRH R, RGN, Traibi®
e E REE B E 2, FEEINSK. KR, R BERERN K OERHES 2t i B R Ay
KFR. BIENEREA B CHISCT, (BT B SRS DR 38 1S, I8 5 SO #S
FEIE T AL TS DUE K, XA AT IR B A B R S S 0T . IR AT BE SRR T AR ST A 3
fit. MATHRZORGSHH, Sl=A=, HEREAZMZHBARMERZNTH, R
TR SEAMBAT RIS A BEEE S MR R E R BN SIES A, X RPI ARSI & A A T
i e) T AR (RIS FE 2 RS, BRI\ T 2304 T SRS, I — /R 4T SRR PR ) T
2y KBV b B AR AR RO A e BRI [1L] [12]. PR, RS S B A S IR AT AR,
e UAZE B OR A AT REPE R BRARFAE 51570 S DR AT e 5 4 HBURE X 20RO SEALRE FEAN 2R 1907 SO iAok
TS EARIRAILAT FA €K R,

32. BRRRENDERBRIEROERS ST

FEHERIX —K b, 220t 1000 8 iR r ke, HER77E A 28.694, P {4 0.018, i
BB BRAEAS R MG 7 T A7 AE — € FRFE I 22 22 57 6 1000 47 B2 A O BE S R ME ol 22 S LU A, iR
ik, MFEH AT LI 2 FAB L 5 FTR).

M 6 BT UL, B NAE 2 BRI Ap O A TE 2 3 ) 22 % s 78 ISTP. ISTJ. ISFJ. ESFJ Al ENTJ 1,
T ANBEEZ T B

TR, HEEE AR M ISFI. ESTI AT ISTY O FEBSFIA N 4L £ o

W 6. % 7. &8 PR, HAMWEOHEBAM S BAE e SLENE, BRI Pl ESTI (A )k
CBYERIWN R 2 o AEIZ LR T EFTY (Shangn BA4ERIBN Y, Fr b LBy 11.67%4h, 1SFI (1A
JECHEE BRI R 2, BT BB R O 12.12%; B PERR ESTI (Bt BRI AL, B b Ee ol
15.5%%b, ESFP (4hal s BB B 2, By el 12.25%.

B 9 W0, £ MBTI ) E-1 b, 53R i 3545 G 4 /& it i) 1 E(SM a1 AL, B o Lo 3y 55.75%,
VHUNE: R MATBEATII) o 22 A AL 2007 4EM, 45 34~39 1.
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Table 5. 1000 Li people of different sex percentage distribution table
7% 5.1000 BERIEAREMANABB LD HER

AN ot AR 5 KRB
400 40.0 40.0 40.0
600 60.0 60.0 100.0
1000 100.0 100.0

Table 6. Table of the number and percentage of MBTI in different gender of 1000 Li people
7 6.1000 BEEATEIMER MBTI AB KRB SEE %R

% 5% % T % Mt R
ENFJ 19 475 23 383 42 0.381
ENFP 19 4.75 14 2.33 33 0.758
ENTJ 21 5.25 55 9.17 76 15.210""
ENTP 14 3.50 15 2.50 29 0.0345
ESFJ 24 6.00 42 7.00 66 4.909"
ESFP 49 12.25 53 8.83 102 0.157
ESTJ 62 15.50 70 11.67 132 0.485
ESTP 15 3.75 18 3.00 33 0.273
INFJ 21 5.25 33 5.50 54 2.667
INFP 20 5.00 33 5.50 53 3.189
INTJ 29 7.25 27 450 56 0.071
INTP 16 4.00 24 4.00 40 1.600
ISFJ 34 8.50 73 12.17 107 13.495™"
ISFP 20 5.00 33 5.50 53 3.189
ISTJ 25 6.25 63 10.50 88 16.409""
ISTP 12 3.00 24 4.00 36 4,500
it 400 100.00 600 100.00 1000 28.694"

"P<0.05, "P<0.01, "P<0.005

TR 2 HON | (WD, BT BN 51.67%. MGEit4as SRE i e 5 28 Bt s oh i, ok
BN

76 S-N 465 b, B Mg # B+ S (B) Y, L Eu 73l i 60.25%F1 62.67%. X — 45 it
M BRI NTE Z A G KRR T R B AH LN EY, RDMEER RIS . KRR TR
HRSUERY), BTEESE, OR, BMAR, FNAA IS,

TEF-T 45 b, B¥A 51.50%M ik i m T F (FE) AR, ZotEwkiln) 50.67%% T F (IFE) 8. 5%
PRGN Z (B ANAELE R 72 o U B0 P 3 IR N M0 I B 22 b 28 18 N 5 N 2 T (1 0% R A ISR 2
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Table 7. The specific distribution of the psychological types of women in the test (N = 600)
7. Wil R O ERER B SHER(N = 600)

ISTJ ISFJ INFJ INTJ
N =63 N=73 N =33 N =27
% =10.5 % =12.17 % =55 % =45
ISTP ISFP INFP INTP
N=24 N =33 N =33 N=24
% =4 % =55 % =55 % =4
ESTP ESFP ENFP ENTP
N =18 N =53 N =14 N =15
% =3 % =8.83 % =2.33 % =25
ESTJ ESFJ ENFJ ENTJ
N=70 N =42 N =23 N =55
% =11.67 %=7 % =3.83 % =9.17

Table 8. The specific distribution of the psychological types of the male in the test (N = 400)
7 8. Wi BRI LR BT ER(N = 400)

ISTJ ISFJ INFJ INTJ
N =25 N =34 N=21 N =29
% =6.25 % =85 % =5.25 % =725
ISTP ISFP INFP INTP
N =12 N =20 N =20 N =16
% =3 % =5 % =5 % =4
ESTP ESFP ENFP ENTP
N =15 N =49 N=19 N=14
% =3.75 % =12.25 % =4.75 % =35
ESTJ ESFJ ENFJ ENTJ
N =62 N =24 N =19 N=21
% =15.5 % =6 % =4.75 % =5.25

Table 9. The distribution of different types of subjects in different psychological types
9. FRIMAMBINE CIBRBRHERE IS IR

Yepg P51 T E 4 b i P51 T E A b
5 55.75 5 60.25
E S
& 48.33 &’ 62.67
E-l S-N
% 44.25 5 39.75
I N
ks 51.67 ks 37.33
5B 51.50 5B 58.75
F J
i 50.67 ks 64.33
F-T J-P
% 48.50 5 41.25
T P
s 49.33 s 35.67
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(AT 2SR s AR B B (R B il e B B 22 B T s i A, BB RN . xR
PB4 %5 48.50%A1 49.33%.

£ J-P 4EFE |, A 58.75%H) I3 HEwalmim) 1= 3 (HIT)SE, 64.33% 1) L MERE R T 0 (KT 2L, X3
AR A A AT ) TR A BRI AR AR i, SR A AR FR I P SRR — A B A R, RS
AT R TR e B e DA . XFEMNE R AHLS. AH. BT o . X
Y B E A AL, M2 RIE R A RIAT

AW R B FE B2 T A B IR E R, 2 KER I AFRLL E (4hA) 2. S () 2K, F (1%
)2 I (I ANFEPGR ML | (W), I (WA S E b B . Kok E-lL N-S. T-F3
MNEEZEFUEARTE, P HEERIEEE. 6 P 4 F, B iorE ) g5 EaT B, ki,
W BT, WA TR, BRI E. X8R SR E UG Lt A T AERR
IEEA Ko BN TAERIZE S Iss 7 2ot RIPEAT H BR i 1451 [13] [14] o W & B0\ Lot 5004 Rl i
OHURHIE, 15 4B G (E B i K NE X)) —E R, R IXFE AT o 45 Rt 59l iz 4
HEHKR,

33. BRAEREANDERBNMEERNERS S

FEANFHIFOX — 7K b, £5d 1000 fr 3 iR 7k, S RJ7{E0 53.598, P {E 4 0.005, A
Ve B R JE RAEAS A I 7 7 2.3 . % 1000 13 B MR OB BRUHOAS [F] 3 22 e LU, R AR, AN
Fay W ZE R LR 10 PTR).

W 11 foR, WO, By = 3 ANANFE XIS R e N OB RAE S FL BRI A —
SEIISEEITE, ARmh2 L EST (b s B4EHIBN KR 2, = ANHIX AR 1R P o5 5 4 bL 2 5o 14%.
14.29%71 12.84%. S [F) (1) B A b X PRI B J N FT o E A9 B v PR 2 ISFD (PN ) B it 1R IR AU ) 21, BT o B
bR 17.26%, i 1T 22 AT 5 LA AR X 45 i F0 2 1S T (P T Bt JEL 4 I ) 28 . ENTD (Fh 1) B S 4 1)
W) AT ISFY (P [ SR 175 SRR AU BB, i o 1 20 EE R 12%, =30 T 22 AT o B A9 R X 4 v 1R & ESFP (4F
e S AR IR AN AL, B B 2 T 12.16%.

MFE 12 WL, fE E- 4B L, =P, TR s e X RN E (Ah ) B 24, #E S-N 4B
by W WOT A R RREN S (BR) Y S 2. 7E T-F 4ERE b, =T RIE A X B
N F (B 280, ORI T (B4R 28, 76 0-P 48/ b, =0T, g O A v i X i)
BRI (AL S 24, LR N TR AN EZ

M B 0 = AR TR Xk A B i O B 2R R RO B AR A B U W D B AE E (A1)
T (BL4E) A1 3 (AW = A4 2 77 T R4S 20 B = S0 T A0 B b DX R BR R PR 454, B 1 7T (R B B A
FONELPEE B, EINA R, XSO ER, BAEREESA —ENK R, SRR

Table 10. Statistics table of 1000 the three residence of Li people
F 10. 1000 & =FE(E B R A AN B St

N Epagss ARESL RHESLL
B 100 10.0 10.0 10.0
TR 168 16.8 16.8 26.8
=i 732 73.2 73.2 100.0
&it 1000 100.0 100.0

878
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Table 11. Comparison of the percentage distribution of the number of sixteen types of MBTI type in 1000 the three residence
of Li people
= 11.1000 BEFEA =M HXA9+755 MBTI XBAK R B LS HER

AT A% IR X A5 t% =T A5 t% Bt
ENFJ 4 4 6 3.57 32 4.37 42
ENFP 1 1 10 5.95 22 3.01 33
ENTJ 12 12 11 6.55 53 7.24 76
ENTP 6 6 5 2.98 18 2.46 29
ESFJ 12 12 16 9.52 38 5.19 66
ESFP 3 3 10 5.95 89 12.16 102
ESTJ 14 14 24 14.29 94 12.84 132
ESTP 1 1 7 4.17 25 3.42 33
INFJ 6 6 9 5.36 39 5.33 54
INFP 4 4 8 4.76 41 5.60 53
INTJ 3 3 5 2.98 48 6.56 56
INTP 3 3 6 3.57 31 4.23 40
ISFJ 11 11 29 17.26 67 9.15 107
ISFP 6 6 8 4.76 39 5.33 53
ISTJ 12 12 8 4.76 68 9.29 88
ISTP 2 2 6 3.57 28 3.83 36
&t 100 100.00 168 100.00 732 100.00 1000

e H O OB E S b

Table 12. Distribution of different regions of the different dimensions of the psychological types

#= 12, FRIREMHR BRI KHEE FNSHIER

Ui Hh s it i E 4L Yi Hh s BT i E 4 b
=T 50.68 =W 61.20
E sanii) 53.00 S O 61.00
T X 52.98 T X 64.29
= = 49.32 >N = 38.80
I o 47.00 N o 39.00
B X 47.02 B X 35.71
=W 50.14 =W 59.97
F o 47.00 J o 74.00
TP X 57.14 T X 64.29
e = 49.84 P =W 40.03
T wam 53.00 P o 26.00
B X 42.86 B X 35.71
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P (BANRAE 2 i T HARP AN X, BRI =307 A9 2RI 5 oAt S X A B R AR L, e s mbE s, o
IS AL () A0 A (TRl X AT g 5 = AL e At X PR B AT k. RUOIX BLR#, A ATTat SE
EEWRE, Rl . W= TP AEEE TP =m U BRI, AR AR, BrbE=
WA pF AL — ERE L LA GA R I, £ —E R B ATRERVER AR B P BRAE F (RO S (I
) P PR I FC AR PN X o X AT RE S FRA T B B T AR B DU S E N O A R A
AN EMA, WREAERTNESZ, ZXS5MmAT0 TR K.

34. BRAEEEREADEXBNFRERNEREOH

FEARFRIX—KT F, 25d 1000 mrEEE KRR, Hea-RI7{EN 73.779, P {H4 0.004, i
5 S AR RAE R R AN R EE R4 7 THIAFE B 22 57 o % 1000 1322 N O SRS [F] 45 0% 22 S EL R, fif
RRLES, I AT L2 BB LR 13 FTR).

Wi 14 fioR, ZEN R ASFER NBEEOHERA M A E— e LR, B Ll ESTI(Ah
e EYERINN R Z, MXTE A 15~44 5 NBEH 11.36%, 45~59 & NBfH 18.65%. A[H M)
15~44 5 NFERIRLIENFIT fd7 Fe A4 i (190 42 1S (PR e Jge i 75 R BT) B, 1ST (PN Tl e i JEL 44 1 i) 284 31 ot
11.10%#01 10.29%. 45~59 & NRERIZLE NP 5 Lo % = i) 72 ESFP (A1 ) B i M) Y, Oy 20.63%,
FLURk 9 ESTI (A1 lgni JELAE A W) BUAT ISFJ (VA g g o A7 J A IR ) 284, 43931 52 18.65% 741 9.52% .

FH < 15 AT 01, 7E MBTI ) E-1 |, B 4 ANk il o OR35S 7 2 i im) 1 E(SM ) BL1 , By o B AR 66.27%,
M 7 F A R O | (IR B, B o5 L 53.74% . MGt 25 S5 g e B B Hh AF N Ak v,
AN A A

AHIE I TR BRI AR 15 B DL b, BRSO BEER RS T ROZ AR B TR R B AR E YERE
MGt R g BB R AR NTE LA E (), BAENTEMA | (A R)EL. X RS RN S A S
B R, MR NE SRS AN Z A K RIS SIATIRER 2 D56, hEANFS
IR A i LA A ) 22 (9 AT e R R AEAE 1Y

7E S-N 4EFE I, ZUREFEMPEPIRE B MR T S (B) 8. X4 Ui RN LIL 2 F
FRIE R AR N Z ARG KSR B R A B A TR HY), IR D WA TR IRBAAMA & L KRR ATRetE:
HAAERY), JETIHESIE, O8R, BRI, R AISE. AT S, FRNET N(ER)
B N2, BT R 225U AR v . XATRe S E M TIEREA . WEE MM REK
Ui, FERM—ARAERE M EZ BB A S, RS Rk M EN, ATREHR T T
VEIREERZ 8 () 2, =5 i vl R U] B 0 S A0 1

12 F-T 455 b, BERFPENGRE 2 T F ()5, MEENIAZEET T (H4)E8. IEF
TR SO AW, (HRIFMb TR S E RS S SR, ZFTmA, ZUARIEELL;
T AR A 2 s A 2 N5 N RN O BRI SCTEA N1 %, (H IR Rl Re Al i) T 15 i 0. IXFHEILG
MR BOGRE TR PO T (408, 5FFARZRAFR, SR FANZHE -

Table 13. Statistical table of different ages of 1000 Li people
= 13.1000 B EFEA T EF# ARG it R

N okt ARE RBE
15~44% 748 74.8 74.8 74.8
450 F 262 26.2 26.2 100.0
it 1000 100.0 100.0

880
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Table 14. The number of psychological types, the percentage of distribution table of 1000 people of different ages of the Li
people
= 14.1000 B EFERAOBENCIELEBAL. BSOS S

Bt HE B % i Bt itk
1 ENFJ 29 3.88 13 5.16 42
2 ENFP 21 281 12 4.76 33
3 ENTJ 63 8.42 13 5.16 76
4 ENTP 22 294 7 2.78 29
5 ESFJ 47 6.28 19 7.54 66
6 ESFP 50 6.68 52 20.63 102
7 ESTJ 85 11.36 47 18.65 132
8 ESTP 29 3.88 4 1.59 33
9 INFJ 43 5.75 11 4.37 54
10 INFP 40 5.35 13 5.16 53
11 INTJ 47 6.28 9 3.57 56
12 INTP 35 4.68 5 1.98 40
13 ISFJ 83 11.10 24 9.52 107
14 ISFP 45 6.02 8 3.17 53
15 ISTJ 77 10.29 11 4.37 88
16 ISTP 32 4.28 4 1.59 36

it 748 100.00 252 100.00 1000

Table 15. Distribution of different ages of subjects in various dimensions of psychological types

F 15, PRIFRPOPINEDIERBRER FNNHIER

iz S P 4 L 4t A raEs
] R 46.26 . # 59.89
Hhp 66.27 i 67.07
£l SN
HiE 53.74 N " 40.11
HhE 3373 i 32.94
_ 47.86 i 63.37
. 3
i 60.32 i 58.33
FT J-P
P 52.14 #H 36.63
- P
g 30.68 i 4167

LG o0, AEIRT F E M A H . 2O NE R, RN 2 B gaalim T F ()R,
HSHEANKRZ OHKRNT, st e B TR, (RIS AN AL B 1) @ 5 2 M2 FE N5 N 2 8] (55 &
FEZ
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4. BRI EERRAORRBG RN G R & E PRk B E R KX RE W

ST VA BRI A AN G, A IR i R I B U o S v T AR R N S 3t AN AR i AT A
MR 0 PR TR A BEAFAIE 55 2 M B IR NS AL 0 5

1) ZHE ROOERAMIAN T E (ShA)3, HWEERE, EEAHaUit4, UL, @iCah)ERF
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