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Abstract: It is summarized that there are mainly five parts of insight involving inhibition of visual input heu-
ristic information activation breaking of the mental set forming of novel associations and aha experience.
Three arguments are discussed (Is insight general or special? Is insight conscious exploring or unconscious ac-
tivation? Does insight depend on the left or right hemisphere?). A new Explicit-implicit interaction theory has
been introduced, including eight principles and one computational modeling, which can offer reasonable ex-
planations for the three arguments.
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B . Wi KA EERSy (R A RS 5 A S EEE . OB R IRER . B IR e
B A G (A ) o B T AR BT I T AP AE [ = K rie CHUE 2 — I R R R I I R 2 2 b
MR ZE S W BRI BEE 7 AR I AU I ? O, A SRR R (B EAS T\ BL &
SRR, IZEIR R = AR TS B ARRE

SRR WU A WIRRK BIENE: TR

1 WHEMEX RS

IRACI IO B AT R DA S SR M i
TEMT IR ZIH B A T 2% 1 A 17 8 5 1 41
WAEAT, e EHE ARG BAR IS IS A B 7, 3L
FRRTE RS ) 3 3 A 4 (Bowden & Beeman, 2007),
1M A4 (restructuring) )& AL FE RO E R, BE
SIS TN T BRI TH PR DG 2% 1) R B A S B 1)
3400 ) g e L (B2, 2004) o FEAIF TS H,
HA ] REVS AR (2R A s Q56 i A oL (1) B
fift B (re-interpretation) B AR ff v i) AT H A, BFE R
fEm O M Bt R T B EFHA
(re-combination) M I T~ i) BB AL X (Luo & Knob-
lich, 2007) 8% 1t #H 2 0] {8 0 2% (1) 44 & (Bowden &
Beeman, 2007). MRG0 ¢ I R A8 S AL 0T
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ks BB MR, RN e R Fifk 2
)RR e s BT U LA [ AR i ) R i e
FA A AF UL, AHILAFUE A .

WEIPR AR AU A B S it 1 et AT
FURBL, YR ST 0 S B R O T4 i o] & /e
JELONA: 5B 7 1A AR 2R IO TE A g T 1y (2
., 2004). FIAFETIFI(ACC) W A g 7] N2 B L4k 5
FRIF TRBCRIHT S 224 (1% J4(Qilu, et al, 2008), 724 /40
fhH](the left inferior/middle frontal gyrus)n]feZ L
JSCHT S R0 B TR B (Qiw, et al, 2010).

IR AT AT T PRl A DX 3 g 1 o
R, THREDX R a ARSI 31 2 AR AL B4 A\ (0 400 )
XU [e) R PR R A2 0 BT, R e T A 1R A B Sy
(wu, et al, 2009; Beeman, et al, 2004).
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SR AR ) U e, W RS S B0E A H rH
ER S {5 EL(Bowden & Beeman, 2007), 4 Qiu, et
al(2008) A A 71 fift P gk B 1 ] b B T A 2 Ah ik
WA — MK PRy A kAR B,
ST ) R LA R AR F B A BT R
WA TSk o T8 RAR S B A s (1) S 2 T
VFZ SR I SCRE OBREE, 2009; 55, 2007: fF
EB74%, 2007; H5THEAE, 20060, ZEAUE 1 ]R](the left
superior gyrus) A T — B kL K Z
(parietotemporo-occipital cortex)# I\ A Fl i & A5 &1
PE A 2<(Qiu, et al, 2008).

VBT S 55 S8 A 6y —— LA FH AR I T A2 453 R A A PRI b
ez —, P N AZ A A R ) BNy, A 2
5 i B2 ¥ (Bowden & Beeman, 2007; Bowden, et al,
2005) M RG9S AR G T REVE TS5 1417 9] (the post-
erior cingulate cortex)(Qiu, et al, 2008). ¥ Eh #1595 A
IR 50 3R B 5 B B 0 1T e 2 5 30 A T i)
HE A P AP G AR R B DS (2 2, 2004) .

BH T AR AR N TR) O I T B 2 A
P, WU A RN AT A, WECE Z A E AR )
Fitio

temporal

2. IEMRMFIRER

FI AT OC T AIT 5T 6 518 1 S FR IS o) e o
g P A R 2 X3 R LA e PR ok T R 2
FEAI ) A B R A 7 MO T A i i A
T A fi ?

21 —dBESHHRIEZS

FAE # e # i8 (Representational-change  Theory) s
FEAE AR, A A RS SR IR o) L ik B ST
XoF i) PR AT AN B N R3S, Ay 7 428 i PR 455 0 i e
[ J,  AMACTHT B JF R I R AE T 2, NI )
AL, TATIXA P A e P 5 S AR K PR L
il PRIGIEERRAT (B0 Yo, AT i) J
fif e, RS ) R PR A R 5 AR 5% B 5 V2 ) BRI B 4y
fifi B 'B% 5 () 2 Bt (Knoblich, et al, 2001; Ollinger &
Knoblich, 2009). #FF# i # # i (Progress-monitoring
Theory) & — BB AR, WA AU () R At R P R
) B, R TR R U LR SO AR ) R
R —J7 TR ) e /MG ) ) A FDIR S H AR
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— XA SRR, PO N AR
W), UNFEABIIT AR CRFEEAFRE 5
e FEE AL, — BT, WiEdmk
774 (MacGregor, et al., 2001; Ormerod, et al, 2002; Chronicle,
et al., 2004).

R (R R 2 — AL 2 45 2 T A RIS
WEE, RN S RO R P . SKBREE
25 (2005) RV T AEWEAEML A (1) ERP G0, 45 R0,
fE 250~500 ms “AHEHE” b “ICEE” MR
1K ERP W TEA — AN IR A, X 5L RRZEHL
T JE R 2 IE X o T WE A EEE . wFoE H A
Ji L ARG R TR T G i AL e o L, B
SR G SR R LERA L B FE 4
CHE ) R e i R I SNk BN a BT
(Wu, et al, 2009), 1 a 3 S HUR G H IS B
(IR ES ,  IXAIA A AR U0 ) A e T e (1) S A
(o3 o ASLIG BT A T3 R R (I — MR A I M it
o v RT3 A ) S R B, KR OIS R R T
THEE R Z AL, U Wang 25(2009) [FIF 70 & IR AE 4+
Sk Hg AR e 851 L B ) RUAE 300~800 ms (1] 5]
T A AAYER ERP 33 (N300-800), fE 1200~
1500 ms [] 5] #2 T — AN 5 i £ ¥E ) ERP 3% 3)
(N1200-1500) o 71 TRk DR ) 2850 L3 R0 0] ST 300~
800 ms [11)5 [ —/N 5 INIE ¥ ERP #3) (P300-800),
7E 1200~1500 ms 51 T —ANEEAIEER) ERP 35
(P1200-1500) 6 X bt -5 0 1n) AU o, A i R R
[F|(the anterior superior temporal gyrus)fE il 7] 2 fiF vk
W53 31 5 K 305 (Bowden & Beeman, 2007). f-3H—
AORFE TR N R TR v AR e — PR 11 3 B e ) R e
BA A A [F)(Weisberg & Alba, 1981), H Rk 1%
FATE () — AR IE PR AT D, B T R IR B e
IAREIIFTZ 4h, Thevenot A1 Oakhill(2008)F7 b K+
FAFFLAR IR N 2] 7 HAR RS g b GEBUE )
FBL), AE YT R A 53 R 2 B A PRV L T e B A 1)
A IR B SR B T AN A2 B A LT 1 R S
i, LR AT A HAC R A K. g —
A HE Ve TR ANt X e i vy 0K T e S
FEREAZIALE, o AR s 2 (A E . A )
I SCRE PR S A SEIRAESE, 4T RAFFE BRG]
Fr2b i, R R RS T T BRI £ 2D e
Jones(2003) 157 FH T B2 25 B 1 452 =30 xR [ I SCRF 73X iy
FRELIS (1) % AR .
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PR TR R P A S 2 A 0 IS B (Kershaw &
Ohlsson, 2004; Bowden & Jung-Beeman, 2007), At LAl
T FE T BEET 5 — M in) f UAR [R) 2 Ab, 0 HATRE
BRVE o SRAE S 10 RN E R I 4 B ] REARRE T i
IANFIRT B RAEF .

RAEAEWNETI, 1 R SRS 7 R BE TS B Bk
# B 2E ] (Ollinger & Knoblich, 2009). 1T [ [ %
(2007) A Ay AL 4 45 FR A MR T W45 A2 AT SR A 1T
[[ipeig Y e 7oy i s U 115 K /e O N o3
] LA R ] RERE VD S T SRAE e e R ik R K T dE R
IR, AR .

22. MBI EENRIEZS

B4 BIF TN by 2 A 4 R A R )l
(MacGregor, et al, 2001; Ormerod, et al, 2002; Chronicle, et al,
2004), %' #0(2004) K1 A 1 L 1) il DR R,
NP R (/N2 2004), W] DABHA R &
SCRE TR AN B R

BRI SRR TWE R N R, P ERAE RS
FAL PRI A0 ZH P 7 AR A Ay o A Bl g
BT 5 (Ollinger & Knoblich, 2009), —4&HiF 57 i £
VEAT h IR AT A e SRR el (a5
MR 2y e v S e A AR OB 0T S 2 o) sl ) A e LA B 5 | e
TR AR A2 B AN I AR E o X4 o) R e, Iy
IR ENEAT Sy SN ) AR e 2 )RR B, 3K
UE W T et o R e B A e TR )
(Thomas & Lleras, 2009a; Thomas & Lleras, 2009¢).

Ji AR PR I Ry R o R ) D R B
L CRIABRIDD bR (CRIECEAE, 2009), it
PRI SRBEFT A AR SRS W24 T (O
P CH SRS, 2006; SLELILAE, 2008).

LEa KRG, WiE R T AEREEAE PR B3 n
TR, A RPN TR AR Ui, 2004),
PRI Ay DA o) LA e R A I R, TR At 35— A
TG ) KPR R, B R RARIIA ol il
M HE B RO Z 1 - Siegler(2000)iiF WIS [F7= 24E 15
el AE N REVUKRCE ERA, JGRA A IR
Haider Z£(2007) #0598,/ 4T- % (number reduction task)
XPIUEBEATWIF TR E, B P S L I A6 IR sk 95 9k 2> s
Wi IR 45 (1 2% 2] I R 2 I BRI, SRS SEARBERE,
FG UL RN, A BRI S T AN BRI AL, Ui
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WY T T BERS A B AN AT A BTN R

2.3. EREBSAERAKBIZS

IR T AT i3 2 A o P e i, AN [R] 1
WIS TAR—EUN 4. DS MmE 1250k
TG ER s Lo an A AT A R IS () SR A T
SRR HIBOS 1 AR A2 [ L 0L Ji= 0 e s e [l
Ze MR HT - (precuneus) s e MUlAE 5 5% MR N “HE S
R B A SN T4, SR T A0 4k i 1 )
ORI P I AR LE, 8 T R PRT U 1) ) fe et
RGOS 7 MR Al XU [F](1ingual gyms) A 254
R [=l(fusiform gyms), ZcEMEI(LVPFC, left ventro-
lateral prefrontal cortex)J s IR it RN A 50 B
(Luo & Niki, 2003; %%, 2004). Qiu %] MRI i
FC T S ] R o R AL, RN L TR
R ) AR R, o AR R AT R R A K ) A
[F]/5iH [F](the left inferior frontal/middle frontal gyrus)
LR ) g e 45 21 7 3RS (Qiu et al, 2010).
SCRFBUE 1) R AR MRS T A BRI 0 TA b 1l P4
DR DN S pun R LTF BT b SR N Y 2e
AR, AHOCIAIEFT 4, AR WIS B TR E ) L,
BT 0 50 PR it e v A 2 3R Sl A 2 BRI iR [
(anterior superior temporal gyrus (aSTG)) 7435 k)
% (Bowden & Beeman, 2003 & 2007; Beeman, et al, 2004).
Kounios, et al(2008) 16/ 5T W 7 7 fif i 15 ) 8 iy
(R JEDIRAS T iy BT 5 LA T & e I T B K A
TGN AN 2G5S, s & A AT (K a
WD) VA FA (beta Fl gamma B A THHE
(gamma B MR RIIES), [FFESCHR T
T A s AR ¢
PARIAS [ (P FT 45 S 0T e e 25U BHQiu, et.al.,
2010)FIA IS5 (R e AN | A AE ™ A R 5 ke
ARG S, MAME AR U T S A ER(Luo. &
Knoblich, 2007). 534 & H A JE M5 AT e S 7
G AN [ AR s POAE = 2R P M TE EH ) B R
Berfp B, BORIOE 1Ak AME Al s v e
CeF A RIRZ, Pl A faE & Z & B (f
N, 2004), SOE I T AR
Zr b, XS 2 )] BEAA AR IXRE RN R OC R,

o RS R PR BN TRk, Ol I A7 R R
i PN AN T, A e i
AP
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3. JNEARRIZEIEE (The Explicit-Implicit
interaction theory, EIl)

I A UG 90 5 e T R VR I 3 AT R B
fir? BRI T R 2 — B A RN T A2 2 M
A I S MRS i 7 e 23 AT 2 AR S N R A
BVRZY T AU IR .

3.1. SMEARIZERE (EID

R ) R U T Re i K 2 AN Bt (wallas, 1926),
DARE G T IR ML A B8 — R B T S i — AN
B, I Hax S sig 2 () n] R8I0 A7 75 AH 10 & I 1 75
(Helie, S. & Sun, R., 2010), &Ik, Helie A1 Sun 55 A
P T ANE N RS HEE (EID, EINENHE L3l )\ A4
JE) AN 32 R SR = AN B P s D R — AN
R 4 i (Helie & Sun, 2010).

3.11. ShERBEZEIRE (EID J\REN

JROU 1 A0 I R Py B TR [ A A R L DX )

THAAETRFIRBER Y A A 2% B A
IR FiERIE, W RS0, Y2, R
AIAR(RY, RSN G AR 2 T (R R AT
K, P BREARRE R, MELLH FiERIE, WRF
SR, SERR, BERDH, A B AEATE K2
HEREEE. Rk —=F i T XA F 1.

AN FEEAT — SR R B K, AR
BLLORSEOIN TR RE (288 ML A0 P RRin T2
HRA PR, ARREL L

JE 2. P RRRIAN B AR N 2 2 0T 4%

TX AT DL IE A S A I P S AR R AN ] SR A A
TSR A PRI AR AT e DAA AL, Bl 3
RGN

JEOU) 32 A0 TR P B R i e R 4

A AN R R AE T SO LA, Rk
SN BRI AR I R F IR 2 R g T
AN AR R, Bl s RAR A k& it
JZrgR 2] (A B R R 200 B R AR g b
WA BRIIE, IR S8 S .

JEO) 4: YRR T RIS S T45 B a4

SV P BRI AN B RIR S A T R IR, A AT K
AFIRAEFIN T, XA He = R AL EAN [ 1 45
W, AR FEFIVE LRI A L A

JE 5. EER CATREXUR D T
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U SR AR 0 AN A BN T A A A 7 A E T
(K15 RIF HBAT IR T R 55— R N T T g Ak
Kl e A S R0 B A . &5 K
BT ERATIXAN IR

=AU

S I 5 I 7S ot S G E PRI 5 R 4R
BRI T IR XM IEFRHERGE T A osiA s
MR T, e RE B BRI Bk B S 1 m] g
Pho 75 EILH, IXASTCIARIIRFR N WAE B AE K

B AEAE - ANBIBRRUE THE AR, XA
FRATREM AR 55 ZOR M LIRE (RBD M4k, If HX
TAFEAEAKPEAEZ DR

i, AE AR K RIMEE [ 52 NI A7 A 5k o

3.1.2. 1T Ell B RO EER
X SRR T (CLARION) N AN S5 R LI 0 T
W RS AR AR, XML s R
LETTEG KT, AN AR PRy s TR AE, b
B — AN AR A AR S s Bk, T s

Explicit

Implicit

Figure 1. V presents the trade-off matrix connecting regulation of
explicit conception, W presents the trade-off matrix of implicit
knowledge’s characterization, E&F present the trade-off matrix
connecting the top and bottom of explicit and implicit knowledge’s
characterization, (explicit or implicit process)

1 Hp V RFERNDESE MU RBEER, W RTRIER
REIRMMEERE, E. F RFERTURTI KRB ARAIRE
ERIEERE, (SPEUSENRILRIRE)

Z IR RBERACR A RALREAA IO SN BRI B2, T
i A LA R R I 2 CRUR 22 )3 R ) o T

AP
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DU PR3 T e 3R R T ) 2 i i e e (1) T 22 95 )
GRS . MR EI PR 2%, BTN
Ut AR 2 CIEJZRUAT)ZD S oty ol A ity
HART DA AR e AR A . (FE R IR,
BB EMF B e MR A N, DA 25D 6

LA clarion (1)) (S 2340 AERAE) AILET
vy JRIERERAE ), WS Sk gt ). BT
TEREOE, B BN E 5 T R g AR ik 2o LA
W RAE GXANERERR 2 A Bt 2R, il
JES A IOE,  H R AE S T RE e Ak IR 2 Tk AT
PSR AE (AR B . LRI H A/E clarion
PR T i R JE i S 75 20 T

TR RS, FENACT B S FHER R
TE,  FLRAE I Fo AN S R AN ZKF- 1) [R] N A
AL HAE . TEFRH—2n fetk: H—, W
HHRRAE— MK EAAE A A e AT B 58—,
WTRAR [ R FNR A SEAE AN IKSP B AA A, (H 2 ()
MR, WAFEA OS5, RMEEm
MCFRAEER: BT, @B e Jany
Aoy, Sz idE, B RBeES) . ANE B,
TR AN 18— R A 8 A 22 BT AR S5 1 R 2K [R] s
FEAET A IKEIF AT RE O 430 5 AH BLIOE - 4
AR EOS KA, S 2R I mrE En] ek A .

XA Y fAORE T W () A R (R A I R (g
wallas(1926) 1Y B, EEUDIR A

Tty 7K~ ()3 Bl —— i i 2K~ R 3

S|

A S BH—VH, AN ISR ERREASH
RV T RERAT il RE, Bk an -
TS K 5 B)) :
1 n
Yi :k_lijz:;vijxj )]

T AT R 20 2 B0, xq AR T 20 )2 45 i
PG, WL IERE x Ay AN B Vo) y AR (K1
FoRG Y RS AR o Tl T e (O
JEXA e BT (ory) AREE MRS (i
FHJREBERAED o 17 AUBOE AL RN CRAIE T s (305 55
TLEE (S WG g L.

(2) AT 358D :

7t CLARION [¥]Jicuii, PN By i o A o
P RALAETT A b, R AR 5 [ 28 P 2%
AN o WZEAE FH — AN R PEAL T R 3, 945
TIREME L SR BN B SEAEW 5 7o A Uity R E A2 OB Y A
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AR HIE L — AN 7 PR 5 A B AT N ) T
R AL, XA TTRET

iy = f [jz_;wijzj[t]j (2)

2 BRI TN R AERT I ¢ (R ClrgEm
200t I R TS 15 I ) o Wiy b S 15 2 1 A
SERE IR ANE . £ b 4

A 5 LR 28 R 257 BRI I 26 T 05,
FRAIE T BER S 25 B)— A RS E RS

FERCHR I % 2 T 52 19 EL— 1 R 2E R K T
A BT A BN B, — L AR AR
FRfE, fRBR A I LA (SMEAL) LAWY
KAV

(3) AFTER “Shafk”

NI T SERR, (5B F T R R i
o

y[bottom—up]i = (kzl )71‘1 Z; fjizj (3)
i=

Y bottom-up) 22 7N A1 J2= T3 K7 1 i b K4 R 3
o 2 RN AT AR | AT UG, k2 Rk (18
z FOANBER AT /R . F= [ — DB,
R B /K P PR R AL MU N2 P8 T 7P PR R AIE o

(4) #5:

—HH N R E R T T ACE, s
(A J2 T AT BT m P s B (T MAX B
#0:

= MaX| Y, 2% Yisotom i | 4)

y[im egrated i

Yiintegrated AT AT J22 T0S 17 SOBOE IR 48, L S POEAT:
ST N ZI S5

TXANBOE 1 G B 5 R A 45 Boltzmann
o3 TR 5) AR AEA SRR NS R e P05
Yiint egrated]i /@
P ( y[intcgratcd]i ) = W (5)

Horpr a JE W 2 H (Uil 245D /1 CLARION H1,
AT AT RS AR — MR, AR — it
)0 (the Boltzmann 34T ) & 17 RURAEAR B ¥ ] B
PEOM AT o NIXAN AT L Gl s 19 S S, — A
s C5 RO ZBEHLEEE . 77 R PRI 7K P {6 )
TR RER 225, X FECT X AT RO R A 1 &R
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FEEW RN AHBCI, e 7K~ ) 5 932 ml g
PEZE S, XTI R . A
PR 1) 1) @ fEK T M8 S AN G E 1
(5) i
The Boltzmann 7347 (148 LA 4y BT 2 i+
I AE 357K F-(ICL), 41 ICL (Boltzmann 434 [
BRI LT i B PR, BB R (Bl
[T R ERAED Bl th BT AR, I AR (1) N I
RT=a—b*ICL 6)

a fll b 43 BRI R N IR RT fhZkfts CR
FHIXA TR, B E & ICL R I 22 ) 5 A B 47
PERFRD) A RB B AT i R N (b an i ICL /b1
TRAC T E BB IR PR (EREMAT 2D X
A5 T KT RS BT R A e 2 BT R PN o T 45 SR
AR A IS, 7 FIRIER R gonE | ki~
(RS

R, T R B i v N, A 2 T KT
(4 B LA LA Ry QiR [m] 380 2 2 T it 7K 1«

m
X = zlvji y[selected]j (7)
J:

Xi 20 2 T 7K~F LS 0 AN R0 5 Yselectea) 2 1
IEFE— Mk 2 5 Tt A4 )2 53 X Boltzmann 734 (L
WL E B IR B (905D s 1 (2¥aE) 1M
Tl R WUEREA 0 CRENE)), vy 2%
Feyj 1) xq (A0 S i R o

Bk, R T g A B BRI R IR
Ui KT Gad N AR, I TR 58T CBARIRE ) 7 =X
FHEFIE D o 105 AR RROE (7RI K1 WA )
o) AR (R Y s B e, X
AT REMI IR AT A2 ) AN . N B S TR X
SO T f 1) i RIS B CPY BRI D o 7 T g 1S
Ui K R P B A 2 S TG — AN I N T % 8K
BT REM SR R LR i 7K1 DAB B 0 1) 8 A R 3L
MF R ST SR EBENL (EE AT S g
BT, PR —ASE N AR T 2 i A
SHEZ 8

PLUR J2 Mo BE35 2 () B RE 1 XA o BB
— AN BRI 1) RO AR R P R -

—ANE RN BEF RN B AT b, AR
MBS FEOLFR, 7EIXME LT N i
—5K 100 SEICHIEEEE, WIS B sk ARSI AN T <
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FIE?

XA @, Bl CLARION RS E, #&
(steel, 100 JEJ0) WERAEAE TN A2 )2 (layer), 17 #E
F14) i T8 D) e 2R A0 A T TR A 2

A5 — AN M A R R A A () 1 T0 g 7K P 1 R R AIE
(F BFELJZRA ) JF HIX LT A TIE B Y N
M) CREAE S FAH B AL ey iR, X 28y fUf
EBERIE TR 4 B AR

7t CLARION Ry Jecui ZK-F-, 4 0oy 7K~ 715 i SR AR
(R ABEAN R 0 B e 7K ST s BB TR AR . AR Tl 7K
V-G R P S T PR R AR D 7 JE i 7K P-4 a3 2
CLETTR 5 |70 2 19X 288 4 I e 32 AT TAH Y. R 5 |
T, XA T HIA R B AR

AR ) CLE T 7K ST 0 2 S R AR AN A B
P KRR W5 s e RS, XAME B G
AR T 1A )2 s IR e K P S e R A
Jes s KPS B AR E RS H R A b EAD I
A 2T K O S . A EOE AL 3
(Boltzmann 737D (i o WEE ) FF H—AMERe 1
RTINSl EREBEALERE . XA ARG BT g
A TENTE BAE 7K, IR B W T
P, BB iR S b B R b, SRR A
SR BB (PR R Al 16 [P 2 B0 T A I 22 2%, K
T AN X U 12 P 1 A R (X mT B B IR o T o J2 (R 98
A BRI B 3 A T RS (CESREE T R
BRIRRET 2226 ) o 24— ARt a0 I ) 2] Iy 8 4 0
RN

3.2. MECHIER

W BT BEAE, Whs BE AL — R A dnin Tl #,
W ALFERF R I Tk F

LU G o SRR P Tty 7P PRI 3% ) R e 5L T
T, AR — A En Ok FR, v SR (R
Ui N T35 8 AR S S R R B R OEE R
MRS S B S L S 4 BANR A, X —
AR T (ARSI R AT .

R BIT BEE, W0 240 S n R Beon 1 A 45
Ao MCEIL BB IR0 LLA 2, s ) Mg v K
T AN R RRA B SR R T, BRI TR AR
N TR R A A A R AR R AN, fH T A
R R TR 2], T K P 96 8 3 250 & T 40
SR I R, i RS ity 2K P P 3% 2 T = 2 P B
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PUBEEY HG AT A A R PPAN Ik R I ] B0 K
TAMNE I AN BN L.

W EIL #Ri6, Wil A A A 25, i)
P (Bowden, et al, 2005), ZFEREBRGE T H MR AIHE
S MBI, ATk B S S 1 R OGS
(BRI AHG, A7 BRI B TR ZE -3k
MBI TR AR, B4 T

VI

gr LTk, WUHEVE N QAL O 2 — AR B
ZRWF R H EAIEAE T EIAS T — b, R4
W BRSO R — P C R I
SRR ERE . R R IR — R T AR A
A O PRI S AR T, MARAPAE SR . AR N FRAL
W (EID nlReRe R g T Bk =44k,
AT Ay 0 i) A g e iod P 5 R i AR SRS  Ah Ak
A IV IR, XS PR BN R, AN
AR E — BRI A AR S, B EREeE . 4
AL IR L R 5 S AN AT D (), X A T RE
R IBAVE BRI TR AL SIS —
Mok [E] 17 N A% 2 2N ) A e R AR, XA
AR, =ANERP PR DU AR X A B
WA % —.
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