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Abstract

Creativity is critical to the development of both individuals and society, and among factors that in-
fluence creativity, rewards and punishments are important and external factors that cannot be
ignored. A 2 (awareness: supraliminal, subliminal) x 2 (expected reward and punishment cue:
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high, low) x 2 (incentive: reward, punishment) three-way within-participants design was used.
This study used the Chinese verbal compound remote-associated (CRA) task and the monetary
reward paradigm to examine the effects of rewards and punishments of high and low levels on
creative problem solving in different states of consciousness among college students. The experi-
mental results found that individuals were more motivated to solve problems via insight in the
high reward and punishment condition than in the low reward and punishment condition, and the
effects of motivation in high and low levels were significantly different only in the reward condi-
tion and not in the punishment condition. The result showed that high reward can facilitate crea-
tive problem solving through insight.
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1. 5|8

AR, AR E ARG T AT GRS #R G138 77 7K~ IS E B AT, i o MR A AR AR
JRAEEEZENEM . MEFTFEY, A2 MBI ZE AT DAL — @R T EiRm AMITIAE /)R, 12205
VER—FliE W AR 2R, S 6iE g sz it 5t B SR o2 G I eIz —, R FE AT SR 2
Jih -5 ) i 1 SR G 2 [) 5% 2R (1) iV TG 1 2 MERAR 2 TH A A2 7R SRR L2 I #AAAEA D40, H I FRE, &
T 5 QS P LE ) R RAEUD NEFL, WREARE PR FHERAA R SRR T, 28X
B3 1 i AR R P 5 T AN SO BN 7 FAE S, el e X S AL BIE FE AN B3 0 (v Al R B S, JF HL
FHOG Y BRVR B 70t mT DU, FH B 22 (R pk 2 80, A AE 808 Ak A B T S AR 20T R S ) 2% (1) 22 A8 AN
HEM, ABELEE. NREEHA R LLZE MBI SR GE 73— B iEds, DA 2 AR
RN NS S e ont B1)adE 77 1 H 2 3G K 75 3K

FEFRR I, 2RI ) r g n] DUREU AP SR, SCRAARIEUR EEA TN, Gl
FAth RE ) 75 25 2 1) A R SIATLIR SN AN B ) ARG SRR (IR A 555, 2012). AATTHR Hh 2 A BRI
S A1E IR R INRITEN IR TR PR MA SR S5 I S BT & 2E T B IS B3 V) (Deci & Ryan,
1985); TG FRREIIAA, e MENT H N FANE S S X 6iE A S 1 225, (RN
ERIAIL T BBk B3 7= A AR (Lepper & Others, 1973); HEREFIRIEE, & EAMAR =4 —F
g, T B E5 P S shPLREm A1i& F1(Joussemet & Koestner, 1999). AT A XA KI5 & 8 H,
AT LY DRASE R S5 DT 7 AR R DRORRER, e S BRI, T AS AN X 43 M 25 T i 2 i e e idE 4 il Y
BB BIE JJ (TR A #5545, 2012)0  TAR 2 SEURRIE FEATIARGE — MBS 2 B0t 1)1 77 PRI M) & S kA i ) 55 o
L1. BlENEEXAR

B3 Ji(creativity), HIYANELE, &P H B0 A B A B e A ) St 1) 18 6 R E 77 2210 TAE Rk
JRIPIHE J1(Sternberg & Lubart, 1970). Sternberg WA 9 BI3E 3 A & —FhAiDfE (/N N O ENES),  [F]Bf R —Ff
o DEIR, S5AMMEFTERSE . +E O ERER R B VMG SIIEIEEshIR B A, (H [E R 452
B H AR AL RS20 o
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1.1.1. BIEME IR

MR O3 PRI AR R, B3 7 A FE RN R AR L R BUE 4R RIS BE S AR o,
T 2 1) 2 1 R 1) R A A N B 2, W (vl AR O (R I IR 52 B AR 2 T T R T
WitE R ERFE WS, TR SR B B AR IR AR IR, AT LE 32 A P A S AR 1 H AR R
B2 A1) 2% R SE MR R (Metcalfe, 1986). H iH AT BIF FUM0HE (K9 1] B Sl e R, K S i R, L
i) 0 A5 4 SHL P D, 7 B AR D0 5 0 13 [ D R A ]

1.1.2. S 58IBENHXRAR

A2l R S8 R AR B ZH LT ST A HEAT IR o 4R 1 B A B AN sh L Al fe ka3 Ay,
F 1) B3 25 R AT 55 58 BBE WA B Ay o #5055 N Q00 W = FIELRAT %+ fin AT 55 AR AT 5%
RIS T H B OIS S M ERARAELRAT S, A EHURSNE LA BTk, i FHEES
BANE S MR ENEATS, PRI AN S LI R m 5 N B35 . SR 6 IR S A3 1 13 175 30
HBR T PN RENAL, IERTRES R 2 FEhHLIL R 2, ShHLIH i 7 0 S0 2 R S LI R SRS R R b
R AR B3 F1 68 FTAT 5 T A3 AR —REI 45 3R

1.2. REMEXAR

HNERAL I AT 23 ) B A S AT 1Sk 2, 2 ) 1 B AR R o O R AN SR AU A e, TR R T
RN BIES K. FTERAESERM SR ERMNAS T, B, 2014)0 R0 2 —FhEr R AMASE R R &
AT 9t AR o R RE TR, DR SR AT O B OR AR B L B AT 8 SRR B AR A — B BT B
(Evans & Meyer, 1985).

IR TR R, B 2 R R A AN A 5% U RE I e, 5 4 Rl 45 1 R R e W 5 v = R
FEFE RN LRSI e, R M s e T RG] R RN Gary $22AME A A LE
PFSINLRSE: 1T ML R4 (Behavior Approach System, BAS)F14T N & 4i(Behavior Inhibition Sys-
tem, BIS). 2l AF 51 RAAMRAE 4, WIm AT, XA 22 W0E BAS RGJF A aiir s &1
IR ENRESE, WEEMRIE, XAESBOE BIS REH /=4 MBI T (G FISE, 2015). 2LJhAITE ] Fr
IR I EIHAL I AN ) o

Bribz Ah, BHFEE T AR S8k E sh B I BT 7ORERRER, KT EEIRESERE 3R
FHAMEAT NAEAERE I (Capa et al., 2013; Pessiglione et al., 2007). Pessiglione %5 A(2007) 1 & ¥ F 4-4% )5 5hiE
(monetary reward paradigm)>[X 73 [ FAIE T 22 J5, W45 REH, Toiepiale & iR B2, =5
TN REAE et ERABI . Capa 25 AQOI)WRI T EFEZIRS SHPATEHIE T, %
AN R 2 Rt v 2l [l 4 AT 55 R B AR S 4T THICHl [l4R 2% A (Capa & Bouquet, 2018). THITHFFE Y],
FE— AT L REPAT Z IRIRS) AT RS, BT 2G5 1 IR Bkis 2 (A2 FIAE s, T HR kA m]
AR T RN U AR a3 i) U MR AR (Hinze et al., 2021). W14, MR )25 HUREL TR EIRT
S ARIL I AME TR R AE AR B AR T T, B AR A H] R AR = A5 B 2l AR B AR F

1.3. RESVENHXRHAR

W 50 ISR AF 2 o0t 5 i NATTA 7= 77« 40 W o e P S5 (19 52 el O T 3 S B3 2R (1 52 A (X & Hamari,
2022). AE A AR, & T B A S R T, EATETIE R T3 AT B K AR (Byron
ctal., 2010), 3H0E % 7] 8 15 (Leung et al., 201 8)BLINF) H b5 T 1), X /it kAT T 613& J1(Deci et al.,
1999). AR TR 5 1iE ) Z KR EUd, Hor Xu Al Hamari (2022)F0ER Tl RkAG . 82
Jil A i AN ) (BD JE R ) 25 A R AR R 13 AT 55 RE AR M se i, 5 &2l LL, skt

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.144197 83 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.144197

MR, FLH

AE SRR R AR QG )7 T A 8, ARYE I AR e, X AT RE R B T 32 AR 7 SCAb 2l 1) 4k ik
BELE T M BIHLTT BE LIRS 2B I B AL B 58 (Xu & Hamari, 2022).

KT BRI BIIE ) Z TE] DR ZR A0 A 20 AT 60 FEARTTAG, A 1 I ENIR R AIAT Jy 3 SO e P A i 7
B\ (Deci et al., 1999). IR Byron fll Khazanchi (2012)%F 60 Tiff 725 - €i& 7196 & 5847 T 050 #r,
SEREN], ML TAMEE BN ARRIF DMESS O s, R HE T 2 ik £y, B TiE S
Pl )1 PRI BRI IEAE G o A, JE TAT 55 R B T8 L (1 2 il A AT 0 Bt M R A 42 ) L T s
Mo BeAh, HHTFE MU I TTCT BHGNERAE A 1A E s SHERER T R S5 818 /G &R, KIRT
SO IR R S 2 iR H AR B I ARE B S 1, LRI BR T AR IR (VoD f & Tarasova, 2014).
P RN HESE N (2017)BRFEAN RIS AL [ 22 il A 2> G Mo AR 2, 45 SRR BE AL 2 QI T i R BB 4E B B fd
AL, FHEA S RIENE R R & MY BT 2 53000, ARt stk fwim.

1.3.1. FRAASE Eh X & 1 6] AR A S

DNPR T A il 3 G138 1 i) AR ok RS2, HOEE D5 (2015) 485 5 < B il S8 38 i 2R " 2 [ A oA
%o KRBT UM A Bl T umr () g g, SR 2 TNl ) ok BT i, PO B im LS 1 WA i)
R R, PO R F A A AR AR M EE RN AR S5, X A FEROR AR 55 L - M. At
TSI BT Gl 2 ) R ok R M LG S B R R B, R AR (R ik B

1.3.2. FREIFEIRK AR 61 i 1% o] 78 R F 20

RO 1R 22 0 R S ot )3 4 vl R A R PR S M AT A 1V 2 BR R 2510, Cristofori 25 A(2018)
T ASFEISREE IR 3555 vs. 25 3653 DU A SR ZKF i 32ah » BI2ZH 230 17 ms (8 F)Ek 100 ms ()
1), RH&E Az B B A (compound remote-associated, CRA) T 55 S 2 il et G1) i P4 ) R A vk O o, A
TSR, R FEI B R A 1) AR s SRR A B N B AT R A B 2Rl Ak AR L
e S P R 2 A% T B B B R 2 I R U, R AR T ORI 2 B R 4
g T HENREAIAR, AR T 2 A QS M AR ) SR, TR S I T R BELAS G 1R B IR
PEo 1M Cui 25 AN (2021) UK T ABABA) SE 368 R L AE BRE R R Cristofori 25 N(Q2018)IRFFT, 45 HIF
FERIRTE B N GBS BUR T, ATECER E e B3 45 2 il vt CRA 1) (HAEACR IR ARAF T, AT
B Gy B CRA [, X — 25 B8 S5 A1 Mo 78l A — 8. M 7o A 3 25 SR it 76 )
MOEHE, UERA T S5 ACRhAH L, T 2l T DU AT RO R SR A 4 O3 1 el R R K

B3 1 2 IR R IR AN RS2 0 I T A9AE B (Boot et al., 2017; De Dreu et al., 2008), De Dreu 25 A (2008)$2
HBIE JJ BB TE R Y, B IE T AR R AR T RV VAN SRR P M OE B, IR R I B AR 1 e A
ATDAR N B RS M@ B8 2 AMA T DA SRR B 23 a), I BT LR s e 4 7 . A
PRI AN (1 DR 220 AT A ik 3 1 A T8 B R R A A3 7. 1T Boot 25 A(2017) U EE(EA KK Elim 7K
SV SCIR AR 2 B fed it (i i3 R 3 A3 A T A R - B3 PR, T R R (EAS SR AR B ) B AT AU 22 B K
SR CARRSEIREN A3 ). 2 ERGR BE M E B AE PR, 2 BRI T R MR SR R X
B T O M R 20 5 At o )3 P ARV B P 7 AR A B — (DA e e R A — R i X k5 1
177 A FH 9 B AR 22 i DX 10 i D9 268 B SR 0 22 Bl AN BT U g 16, T 28 B TR AX AN 2 2% 1A FE AL Hp ke 21
THEREFERGEGE LN, 2021). MU, 2 EREER. BT RS BT £2
MR - SC B 19 7 T A AN [F B R2 e, RIE 2l B BRI 2 M & JeiE 8 TR 28X 613 T 1)
sEMALH R, 2 A AR e R S T B CEZEME

1.4. MiREIESEIE
ZE b, DAAERR T B BEAR T T 22l G M ) SR R OS2, (EARAE S, T A T A TS R A 3 1)
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RFE AT 2 D o AW S IE I 7 AT B B B AEAT 45 (CRA), H R AEA AR SUIRAS T B K585 1)
BAEXS K AEE QG VE 7] AR R ) MR . B T RTIZRA,  FRATE e B A% T11 bU 2 Jah 7 JUBh ) 3 28 ) R At v
EHONA (KXo & Hamari, 2022); 55—, HGARTE B _E ARSI AAE ST AU T, AMTFER T &85 i e
T TBURh T 2 Gy fif ok CRA [ @ 3 BE 22 M@ bl 15 >R fif ¥R (Cristofori et al., 2018; Cui et al., 2021); LAZ{E
ER 588 B 1) < e 2 R A 51 R0 5 AATTHE i o P T RS IR AN A 50 (0Bl T B 25 ) ff U CRA 17 8 B
% M U KAl P (Cristofori et al., 2018); 25 =, SKIRFEM B N 2L ) A Eam FE R ) b 22 Jah 2% AR A L,
TR R P B T 2 25 2 U R R B £ 1) CRA [ 8 B8 22 i i 4115 R iRk (Crristofori et al., 2018;
Cui et al., 2021), T & 317 Eb 22 Jah (13X — 0 4R 22 58 58 (Xu & Hamari, 2022).

2. LW
2.1. SCEEESt

KA 2 ERKP: BLE. BR) <2 (FURREAR: &, ) x 2 (R 2. EH =R RPN %
ity EE TR AT B S et R s, UK SR oy B R, DUBLH B AR
AL NI AU AR A N R A

2.2. #iR

JTHIRE: 48 BAERKFASE TARNRSES, 2 A0 EHE B R Z L0 ZRIEE MR, 3 24
(B R 2 T 2 i A se e Al Bk, 1 A4 B0l n0B0E TRITE 0 26145 Be B VA 8 im0 B o A pt ik
D2 &E 21N, 21 N, FHER 2044 %, SD = 1.45). #R0 D IER S EM D IER, TR Ek
FERPE S o BT A HAR BB S INAR LG, S0 45 R 5 SRA5 55 T S2 0 R I 4R

2.3. LM

KH 128 MU FEATIESBAEEE , kA AFEQ012) DK RiEBES AQ017)I CRA MEHE, H
o8 AN T4 B AN H B 2L R AL R T “iE” . ‘B2 . <97, H
PR FORTH = A2 AT DL — AN B A o 20 <R 2 0] LAFI = AN 2 22 2 40 iR “ RIS 7
CHZER” . “HRIE” EAGIERIDCEOCTRE, HZEERA SR “IR7 o BARTEA R XA T
BT, WARERBEAELRFZRMERAINE]. GMEE G —NEE.

2.4. SCIG{N 3%

SEUGFE P AE ] B-Prime 2.0 #4440 5 o SEIG 1525 K FH 20 HE R0 1280 x 1024, il #Hi A 60 Hz £ Ak
5. f#FH SPSS 26.0 A4 H3E4T H i A2 5 5347 o

2.5. SRR

SIS T A6 T S IS 8 YRR DA RS 2R At AR R 7 vk (0 5 S Can s R X ) A R S R B R R
SR IUAE RSB I, A P SF ZEU R, TR AT R R AR BB R, AR ITIRAR R
T 0] R AR R R A B R 2 A R 7, Bk B MR EAGE, R B ERE RN TP
%, {54718 5 5 kR (Bowden & Jungbeeman, 2007; K0 U0%E, 2019), & et 47 22 il 45 44 F0 48 ] 2544
% 4 NIRRT B B0 A BE R 2R 47 IE 525, RS20 /> block 4%, A block A
60 MR, HA block RN ZE B I B BEAT M7~ BI— P4l e b AT R Sk A 55, TR idEAT
VAT S, 55— Pl et AT 0 R 55, S5 EAT 223l 25 At HUAE 55« A block HE]AR — X
(NSNS
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Bk ILE 1), B, SR 500 ms FIVERM A, #55 SIS 200 ms FIHERETE, fER#MKEIE
Z [A) 23— e B — A R I R(7 ms BY 200 ms), #i4 H AE A R AES G . AR Pessiglione 25 A
(2007)IH 5T, —PHRIORAE R FARES T RREE (200 ms), 53— F27ER NRE T R M(17 ms),
FH - R RO RIGET 22 18] L, 7E E-prime B/ P23t ji— € WIS [ E3R , - [RGB R RS IS (8] ¥ BN 7 ms.

e, =M TFERRTRIN IR 5 b, #alh 30 PRI R SR AR D 1) /T, — A8 3180 S A bl 2 SRk 4%
TEIZER. EFHESCARMAET S IBRNERE, BRERER, I E RS GIER, 1E
Wt 18, H5Rie 2 8, A IEMRIR AR A 207 WiE R 1R, ik 2 B, RES T
CISEAR, RSB T 1 I/ AT (CRREAR, RERT T OBIRGE, A R ERECE TERT (R BRI 30 s 45
Ja, I CCRIMR, TVERER” (R, IRE T 1 o/ A7), A 600~1000 ms FIBENL A BF
PR A, R A AR T S, AR S I i) @ D7 BRI/ R S 5 I T et i)
AT VT . XSCIOELAARE A 15 o0, 7ESCIRAE WA, #OAM R 7 EAMB £ fEAE55 IR0k .
FE SRS J5 1) o) 2 5 RE 20T B R SR AR A

rrrrr

7msE%200ms

1000ms
600~1000ms

Figure 1. Flow chart of the experiment
1. EXSKIRIZEE

3. SCIGZER
3.1. IEfZ=

CUBINMR BRI CRA W 2 45.56% (SD = 5.77%). AFEEIAKE T, m{f3ET X CRA ) E
AR, Wk 1 Pis.

Table 1. Accuracy rate of CRA problem under different conditions (M + SD, %)
1. REIFMT CRA BIRRIEFZEM = SD, %)

BRKP GESZ (= e 7 1) R
B _E 47.02 + 12.68 44.00 + 16.94 4491 +13.45 45.11+12.72
LI 4523 +14.18 47.53 +13.96 44.84 + 14.84 45.85+13.63
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XL BAEEAT 2 (RIS B by BR) x 2 (AR R &, K) x 2 Gl 3. &5
MR METT =0T G5REY, 2 RIUKTF: BB BIR) < 2 (BURELR: &, 1K) x 2 G-
L WIDHAEILEE L LB, ZEAEHBIARZE, ps > 0.05. A 6RO I RE JG K 12047 b )
B .

3.2. KRR

TEFff A e A7 B BER AR 55 P 2 IR SE B A 8.07 s (SD = 1.55) . £E T IE Aok B v 77 7E 43 4 W1 =X
A PG DL, AR RIS R TT 58 (1 S BB [R] & 58 22 5, o SR PS043 # U v
R E BT B TG A T A3 . &5 S s SR FH 20 W XA A P 1 35 SN BF (M = 10.94 s, SD = 3.17) iR & K
TSR FHTUAE fif 1L ) ~F- 2 S LI (M = 7.67 s, SD = 4.22), 1(41) =3.58, p = 0.001. ARBEIHATF, mE{KKE
PR O IE AR R CRA 10 RIS BB 2558, 103k 2 B

Table 2. Response time of CRA problem under different conditions (M + SD, %)
2. REIFMT CRA [BIRRR RIEH(M + SD, %)

UK T4 &2 Jrh A R AE 5]
= L 8.30 £2.94 7.98 £2.34 7.76 +2.50 8.31 £2.71
5N 7.99 +2.41 8.00 £2.75 8.15+3.53 8.04+2.72

X 2 BEEHEAT 2 (BUUKT: BB BIR) < 2 (BRI R: wr. K) x 2 (Fh: b, DI E
BMET; 7M. SREY, 2 (B Bl L. BT) 2 (BRI R: & (%) <2 (R .
AR BN R EAFHHALZE, ps>0.05.

3.3, EIEEBREESREZR

FEIEffFE Ut CRA B H A 59.84% 2 i ik fiil 15 K fif $R (1 (SD = 21.50%), A 40.16% 2 I8 it 73 41 K fif
RISD = 21.50%) . AR IHAKF TR, @RS ol IEi i ok CRA W B G R 45 5, w3k 3 By

Table 3. Insight rate of CRA problem under different conditions (M £ SD, %)
< 3. FEIFEMHT CRA [EIEHIEZR(M + SD, %)

BUUKE 2 ] R gt
5] - 66.29 +£27.00 55.43 +£30.03 62.32 £22.95 60.56 +23.81
AN 61.99 £27.79 56.41 £27.20 5829 £31.39 60.21 £28.10

P 3 AT 2 (BUUKF: B b BN x 2 (TG R | (1K) x 2 (Gt 2ah. f&5HE
SR 20T GPREY, TRERRMERNRE, F(1,41) =556, p=0.023, 7, =0.119, #
TRTE 2 5 P 1) 22 B A AT LU ARG 1 22 A 2 A B 22 M S o B SR o i 8, AU 5 U2 AR 2R R 158
HAEREEE, F(1,41) =530, p=0.027, 7, =0.114. fFNAIKI, RHFM T, HRE R
(2R %A FUARER FE 1 323 2 A 1 B8 2 il I R R R v i) R, F(1, 41) = 1130, p = 0.002, 7, =
0.216; TMAEMETIZAF T, BORTEAS [R50 5 25 1F T IE A v Ir) R (R 1 SR 0 i 8 2 5, F(1, 41) = 0.001,
p>0.05 (WK 2). HEFEHN. L HEAEHBHANEE, ps>0.05.
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Figure 2. The insight rate of problem solving under different intensities of reward and punishment

2. FEEEHRIEZHTRREBMATIER
4. VHig

AW FAE CRAATSIIHESE T, SRR A BT SR S AE AN R R R RS T i (i B (1 2 78 0 B
i R R PRI SR o S 55 R 3R B v SR B 1) S SR BRI AR B 22 b Je I R SR AR e ) R, R T
BN SAE TR HBUR RO (5 2), 1% 5 2 B B 5T (Cristofori et al., 2018)—%, #/MIAIE T AW 7T, X 7T
AEAZ T sk B b 5 1 s e BRR S A 2 L% /K P (Friedman & Forster, 2008). 78R M L, i
TE R T BT U 7 R R, X — 25 RI0AE T A R BIL(Oh et al., 2020).

AWFFLERRIL, 15 CRA [ [ i 2 R A S B _E#03 REUN B PRI A 2R R 1
RN 578 BN, X — S5 R RBUESE AT AT T, 5ARLIARBEATT . X TARBEBIRE T, £ Cristofori
et al. (2018) MR 5T Hh R AR BAAE 180 22 J5h T 368 1 0 P g e D 1 80 L 7 B b 22 T g e K I B RE 22 . T FE
KRWRFLR, BRI T R AE S W FAAERT EM AR CRA W R A 26 J B s B 2 2 57
ATRE R N RS 5 Z BNES A R sgm, BARBGR T HERRE . B BN R B A% 4E S1iE
)50 (Dehaene et al., 2006), T AE A 58 H BT A5 FH 1) S50 A4S 1 Rl BT %6 5 B-Prime FCEF ()4 20T g 5 E00hiE
R R R AR S AR —FE . HEHAESIHLZT L, Pessiglione 25 A (2007) & BT R 47 iR Bl 75 & iR E
KRR ERR, W EARAT NN FRLE M o LR AR, DRI X R0 R R A R 2 A i it
Bl P 1) SR e R B ATL A 52 i v B ARALRT » 64, Capa F1 Bouquet (2018) &2 HH T 2 US4 (BAS) K14
2 F R T A RORFITC R R BB AT R IR 20, 1T 7E Hh 8 2l R 4 R A SR A
T HIL D BCRARL, 0 2% BAS A4 R B AR R AR AR BARAT S BRI AR
FEAT] BB 58 B FUIREA, TEART SRR K2 BT Rt 8 Tz B4k

TEAS RN 58 26 A, AT 1 98 R A [) 5 3 1) o B 2 il oot 1) 7 88 1 35 % (Xu. & Hamaari,
2022), XAE Cui 25 A (2021)FIHF 7 FEIRE & BT CRA (7] B IE R 3 A0 S BB (R S 2 57, X
AT SN2 2 7 A3 P ] A X 55 S, FROEE T3 (2015) g HH 78 o B2 ) ik b, e o S RV B 5 1) T 0
BN AAT 2 T ) 22 S AN 2, 00 22 il of 5 4 1) R g ke (1 B2 el R 45 PR 3 B AS TR AN TR, M4 4511
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