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Abstract

Nowadays, humans are confronted with the globalize issues concerning the obesity and over-
weight, researchers have began to investigate the possible factors that may lead to obesity and
seek ways to solve the health problems. Studies have shown that excessive dietary and dietary
imbalance are the most direct cause of obesity and overweight, and cognitive processing, espe-
cially the attention bias to the food cues may be one of the factors which influence the dietary be-
havior. This paper summarizes some of the existing studies on the attention bias of overweight or
obese people, restrictive diets and dietary disorders and discusses the relationship between dif-
ferent dietary behaviors and attention bias. Secondly, the research methods of attention bias
based on the existing research are different, and the results obtained by different research me-
thods are also different, and some of the more common research methods are integrated and
compared. Finally, previous studies have found that the dietary behavior can be improved by
changing the attention bias of the individual. In this paper, the existing research of cognitive bias
training has been summarized and compared.
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1. 5]

TR M =R, AR AR A 2N T — %, 35%M A N JE T, i AR A AT
A#) i 11% (World Health Organization, 2015). 5 £iX Fi{g 5 1) @ 11 5 B K 2 — R AME R EI1TA,
B Re SR AR DU OE Z I Re BN, ReRlE R 2 ARG . BELL L Eh . —SURIF 5T A I Fhe
AP RER H TR SHENZ EAER, SUZ2EE. S8 B8, M8, SO S LRSS
Y12 R & 520 (Doolan, Breslin, Hanna, & Gallagher, 2015). fEiX i —ANEE R R 2L IAEH —M “3%
JRER” BREE, BUAATAE T — Pl Frr K360k, SRERE QYIRS , SEH R G T f “BUREM 7 A
WEET, AN AE bl AL o] WA S I, |, XA S R R T B A ORI R R T i TT R
SEHANTEREAT RN BWEFELEERA LS (Havermans, 2013). 7=AE X — 45 J 1 5 5 o] R 2
NP A o AR 2 2% PR R B e 63X — A 0 Lt A (MacLeod & Matthews, 2012, Polivy et al., 2008), A,
T FE3E ATV AN [ A (3 A Al i T R A 9

AR s R R Y 1R R AR 1) 1T B IE I AME BRI B AT AR R 2 —, AU FRIUR, —L
Wt Fe R SR AT AR R i ey 1 77 2K, 38 I A = ISR A 3 27 T 4 v s R AT T T 4 e
BRI SEE KT N RSB T5E RO W TER MR LRI SCHR, ATEX
— 7T AR AT AR 7R

2. WM RYSR TR

PR 5 2 B R AFAE A — AN ARV A f R 1), I TR (9 e RN Ik 22 5 AN M A 7 A R R 32
RN, R AR R Bk H T B E R

ATIAE AL “ 5k (obesogenic) ” FREEHE & XM & —Fp/MAT] LR 1T 5 28 3R A5 560k . iR & 1T
SRR B B IR BB KB MR R RE M AR IXFIIAEE B ORFRERE IR E, X R A2
TN Z BN BUMEWIRELFE0, 82 EREARREIX A AN (8] A SRR 22 28 2 Lowe 55 A4 H T
— MR, RS REE I BN T o B A B BRI S| )9 HREREIE N« S AREYLAR A6 A0S 3
PR B BN R A R BRI B A R X B MR R, K g R
AR I 23X — 7 T F 2 A 3 2 (Lowe & Butryn, 2007).

X )3 2 AR 7] (food-related attention bias) ¥ 112, HiEF MM EMLREITERMN T, Hia

ik
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75 B T O SN T B AN B R T RN T SRR (R F TS B R R e 7] 75 L S R AT O AR A
ARFHAT TIRIC, G RBWIM TR E M, IR B B NMARIL Y = iR B A 2 1
B KRR EE AT IEE MA AR CHCER . AT a R B R E . AR
B U B PR A1 1 OB PR B AT G B ) R A A T 17 )

KB BT TG E A 170 20 9 P SRIEAT IR T, 73 4l =& 45 170 4 17 (direction bias) 5 4 45 i [ (duration
bias). # [l {45 A2 MALEZ B T RMECRI, LALLRATUGSR MR 0 505 1045 B2 0 17 A2 15> 1A
2o AR LA 7] 2 J5 , BENS A RF— B SN ] R 2 AR )

2.1. FNEEE KM ERRIE

2.1.1. BBEANMFRER R

Castellanos 25 A % FH AR5 4236 (visual probe task, VPT) % £ 14k & i3 &4 i) (O 58 2 9, 5 i ek
HBRAE L, AR MRTEL L S 1F T 0 T B2 2R 3 i 1) (F8 1) O ) AR HRe S84l [ ) 200 %2 o AR
T 2 PR ARA T S HE M B RMAZIEBEWLR, F AL R EWLR R d
@ AR BRI A . HRAEYVHSRAT T, PR LE P Bh i =i 7] B IR 235 1) 22 57 (Castellanos,
Charboneau et al., 2009). 52 KA FEFMILE 70, Nijs 88 N2 T AL 45 5, RF5 & 7587 100 ms,
PSS I I e B R s TTIAE 500 ms I #8300 15 21 1) 45 9 1E AR s =i ) T B A R 2
EERERE A B 5. BFFEE AN, 7E 100 ms 7533 (1) 45 FLINAS16 2 18 1) fh 0] (A2, T 500 ms & 1) 2
FRE il r) (AR RE . HHUL T DA, DUARSR A N R AN A T N 25 5 738 I AR B B 1) (0 4 28, ThIAE
TR R O AER T, IR MA T Re W A B AR R RS, (HR T MR R —
B 1) P9 T B R IR B 22 TR AR A A%, TR D PR DN 56 SR BRI 7 2 — AN B T b4k s v = A 1
R3S BE R % 1 (Nijs, Franken et al., 2010).

WA — L SR 2] T ORISR, XL 7R B, BMI(Body Mass Index)% i AN AT 9 B2 [F]
WEEYILRN, ARG A PE R RS EE 0 BMIE 206U 268 & (Nummenmaa, Hietanen
etal., 2011). Graham %5 NI FEBAE H, AHEGT AL AT = B IERER,  1E % A S 1 R B H x
FEREE T IIRAE R C Y E 2 00 R . X R 7 S AR B 1) R AN A AT TR B e ) T AR
B e & & %Y)(Graham, Hoover et al., 2011). & — S8R FHHE A AE BEAMAAE MR i 752, BMI
B 1 A0 ) 2 2R R I R SRR K P (R A G 2 i 1) (i 1 v [ ) B VA2 A7 3 300 R ) B A 2 R PR VA
] (Gearhardt, Treat et al. 2012, Nathan, O’Neill et al., 2012) . Z#&IX LR 7045 R w51, BMI & 1M LE
X RE E BRI, AR R T X e 2, B RS T 2 R I TR E B
SR, AT — L6 50 R R I BMI 5 W48 2 7 55000 T2 18] ) 5% & (Calitri, Pothos et al., 2010, Loeber,
Grosshans et al., 2012).

Werthmann %5 N F/E— @ FR AL BEREG T DL BRI L4 SR, W08 RIUEM &1,
RN AR T S BRI A6 I B (48 m) i T ) SEOD0 {6 7] T v g ) BT A, T AE B FR) N 1) B A (7 824 17,
AT S AT ) T R v e ) AR R o W TR AT P AR IR REAS [R] R 45 S SR RTEEAT T AT, AT R I
Jhle % B AN AR R i i L v R 1 B AR B — A m) -4 ) 95 (approach-avoidance  tendency) 5435 A2 )
B J& 0 2 (motivational ambivalence), EL {43 5 4 R JHERITER 254N 40T 51 Be & B A7 £ — PP B B AL 4R )
(FRI AR WA om B A 17 i 1)) 5 A8 0300 550 £ 400 2 2 D Tl >R /57 30 £ 470 1) 9 B DTG 98 B9 4% A B 1)
H B GRIN A B 1 7505 7% BT B P 28 2% 1 [ 0k ) 22 [) (4) 78 Ji 0o B o AR 3K — PR AR T A REAARE BT 1 52
BEER, FEMALGREX IR, FFAE VN IZEIS T 5250 55 FAARRE 32 ) T SL 50 ik & 07 vk

R [l (Werthmann, Roefs et al., 2011).



ZE R

UEAh, EAHIUE R, JORR IUHOE R AT, AR E AL A AR B 2 1 AR
BLR, MARZFHELZR(Nijs, Franken et al., 2010). mtun FEEZEIR), ASFE L5045 1 0] 5852 5050
Bt 5 IEA R R, X —E AR 5 AT 8

EREFIER, RTINS T REMARERMAKTI GRS, h TR S, (6l % -
) 2 ME RN TR, TBORRA R g E R B, BIEREA — et S/ AL S
FEAS AT B2 2 e 1 A B BRI R LR 25 22 57, RIS 5 O A LA e A e 2 R a
NS Z IE RS — A ZEAR SR TR

2.1.2. IRBRBEEERE

Giel S NMIRSIF R RN, REEHSIEFEERERAMEMLL, MO0 EWLR MG REE
ZEX LR, HEREEEENEWERNERRFFEERMAE E 2, X451 30, 7EY]
EHFR R R E, REERESEBEMEAZ AR ENESR, REBEN T EWL RN HEE R A
FE 2 )5 BIFFBEE RN LR By (Giel, Friederich et al., 2011). &4 —4EHE AR, SEBMAMEL, BARE
SR I L B W AT ARG BB T B 2R R R B T [ B 0T X R R T R 2k R AR I R 1)
(Shafran, Lee et al., 2007, Shafran, Lee et al., 2008). IEH W7 HE, KR EE (U REEESRIK
B ) H AR A A SR I HH B 22 B R R D 2R R IR B A [ (Smeeets, Roefs et al., 2009). 1M Veenstra
55 de Jong HIBF 785 b I LSt 7045 31 1A R B2 5, AT A TG V0 2 MR R A A3 2 TR £ AR R ) SR R
LT e B IR R B 38E (Veenstra & de Jong, 2012).

BT ERATAABIMAELS R, KR IEEEN A RIERE SRS Giel # Shafran
(IR 5T W T R 25 1R B 3 R 4R R 19 7 1] 38% (Giiell et al., 2011; Shafran, Lee, Cooper, Palmer, & Fair-
burn, 2007), {HFEFEA 7R IUR B R B FH BT RN EWLR LR, Wa I REA KR E
S HeE S MR 2 [ AR AE 5538 1 22 5 (Smeets, Roefs et al., 2009, Veenstra & de Jong, 2012). [litk, it
T L0 X R A SR B R R e ) EA T IR AL

2.1.3. RBIMIRBNMERER R

IR PR AP AR B v e ) ORI AR B, BRI AR A R AMA T LR R AR AR B M B R R
BNTE LR FREIVER B B MRTE—ANERE 2 il — AN AR DG H AR A\ — S8 T0 9 H A5 4 #
HR B FE IR S AME A B g th,  E SR F N 1) 0 38 (Flanker task) %o R il 14 40 6 5 13 2 Al el idk
ATHEFURS B, BRI PEAR & 5 5 m Re = B4 B A 1 IR 22 BE AR (Hollitt, Kemps et al., 2010, Meule, Végele et
al., 2012). Forestell 55 A [ 75 [F] 5R A A0 1) 00 one R A 12 A 8 Py R AR Tl sdE AT B 7 A B, ZE VLI 2%
T AEBR PR & e 25 R AR RIS R KRR R W H AR VE L, AT #0822 52 31 /5 Be 5= 2 4 0 4 il
(flanker) 152 m s AHELZ T, FREIPETR & #H RATERHMKAE B &Y H bR 1E S I RHE A 2 %2 2 m st = gl
IS TAEM R RIS T, BRI IR B 5 AEBR I 0 e SRR = B A RS E I
ARENZES . XKW, EYVRZET, MREEREE N H R REEE SRR, LAITE
e R I B Y& A1 B T-4 (Forestell, Lau et al., 2012). Ak [r13 SR 7045 A BR il P A & 2 % v g
AR R P2 L T IR -

5 T PRI FEAS R A — SR 5 R IR 1) P R S AR RN LA S — 0 4 ) TR P B e e
P nEE LG . Hollitt 55 N R IR S PEIR 8 fERARA T E B N B MR R LB I R AWML R
(YRS , A % (10 1o 2 LU AR R A VAR B8 AR, W 0 5 DA RIX 2 — R E T 5 JART B e R (M R R
XXM T R A — 8, — SR U SR A T — /N RE RS, RV PRI IR SR AT — R -4
il (approach-avoidance tendency) 177 J& 24 /1, AthATT7E AR 233k (1) (R A SRR LR BABAT T T & B AR IX Al g2



MABA TR LR IR N T BMI AT HEE 5 4h— AN BRI IR & # M R R R R, FAR
A BRI AR B3 1 BMI BT ARRR G R &, X — 2 57 T e 1 PR MR o 5 AR BR ik &3
AN B AR R 22 57 1 — AN E R 2R (Hollitt, Kemps et al., 2010).

gi b, O RIBIE T AT RS [ A 52 03 55 1) 3 — DA R I 2 6 5 el B R O K P 6 RO AN R A, qH
2 FLARARATI % B 5 1 A 3 B g A PR AH LU 75 A7 70 B 2R 2R T 2 1) B A7 A0 AT P R B )9 e )
HANEIHFARE F — AN Eie, BB G805 gk et TR 7.

3. FEmEEXER
3.1. FHBHLIER

AR B 2 BRI E T LAAS R, K 22 5 R 45 (reward system) 78 7CEr ia AT ARk A 96 ERLRD R R ke
FIAEE MBI EEAEA , B 583 RIS B 18 ] LA T RX — 5% R . S ALk (incentive sensitisation)
FE 18 /& i Robinson %5 A\ 42 H i —Fh e T a5 78 E I BS , 12 B IR H TP i 2 2 B B R G (R 2 I
MR 36 XL BSR4 K AR BR A% ) BB T DUVE F T3 s R B 2 R 53 AR R R R I R M, (R e
B “BEH” (“attention-grabbing™), MIfif&EF T XL EH YR IR E AN R . R\, EIS
BT, MESIE R TR T BRI PG 2 D KRG BUERML, aMERERN T AR
BURAL AR I 5] J3 42 S SE IS S 3R S MR IR R, AMA T & E B 2 FHE, FHFRem MR
REAT RN, S SRR E M DLAERR 78 (8 e /K1 H 22 6 3 5 (Robinson and Berridge, 1993).

3.2. WnTHER

XN T4 2 (Dual-process models)fa 2, MERIAT A2 2 B W R A [F] 1945 B0 T R Ge 3k R4l 1),
FLFE B S SO TR R RN T, B35 TR —MPuk . WM. JFERADSE Mk
T A SIS B, B TR R, M A aFE ISR (B S8 WL RSHLE () -
VR B R AR, HdFESIIn TR —MEE M. AMER. FE—EL A BN NRIEMERAA
1 B A v (191 T« i A% R sl i) ) R At b A SR VR e o 3K R R N T R e 7 AR R RO SE A5 5
FEFFIN TR G SLFE R P2 A i 45 R B 3 B YUE o ARAE XU TR S, FRATTRT BLACAAT A
H a0 n 5] A Bl T8 20, AR &7, MER SRR RES| KB — R R4,
B2 B 2 Goxd T AN HE WK Bk BN A FH 5 400428 ol 58 490 Dy 24 55 £ e 7 B P R 2 (10428 FhI A P 2 TR PR %o 37 %
R, XK SLIC RAAT Ay 45 SR S M & B R D E . I BRI S R AR N DL A
AP B BRI AR, AT NS Gl R SO A B E AR K T RSS2 N
AN LA 2 5 438 ) FH 4 7 {8 B 1) 448 (Strack and Deutsch, 2004).

4. FBMENOMRTE

FOWTE R [ BOAR ST FE AR B 45 SR B H AT OF B 52 24—, WIREZ BN AT AR 77k SRATIY
RIHSEAL R U 8] AR T H 5% 2 R 2 BT Fe ik, 3K B 3 BHE SR AN [ O 78 05 9%
] RE P BT UL RN R R R R RER P B FUAE — IR T b R —Fh 53, (HR WA — kSR
22 e 7 3k D0 B [ — e R A PO 358 0 1) 45 2 AN R] A 45 SR (Nijs, Franken et al., 2010). VS ) FRIBIF 5877
FEUMT N BRI R N T, AR BN S A A

4.1, ERmERNEEMARS

ARENFASE
AR, BEFE AT 40 R T IR SR X B 7 2 i 17 0 8 77 20k 52 iRk Stroop B2 X 5 AL 04K



TS A2, AR BN A BB AE A AT VA 0 56 1 [ B e S LA 2 78 Bl % 2 LA B iy R i, BB R
AN BE PRI 56 3 B 5 — B 1] st ¥ 5l ) X — e

V4 IR 207 5 A0 R0 I 38 485 G e ReAT A 49 2 5 R AL AR I8 AN [F] (1 25 5L, Castellanos 55 A AR
NEERFRH, E R E S RN B2 R AT AR TR v R ) 5 3 R ) R R R, 1T SR
VPT I}, JEBEANMA A& 26 % i 7 bE 1E />4 5 58 (Castellanos, Charboneau et al., 2009).

4.2. ERmEREHERR S %

4.2.1. Stroop I K BHTER

Stroop W4 (1 1738 32 4 31 Stroop ERE AR BT, K T AR BB 1] 5O B AR DGR 5 e o6
wl, PO MR REE, DR SR B TR AR . BRI SR R 52 B SRR, (2
o 2k P R R R MR A RS 1 7 SR e R R, X AT AR T BUR NI 3 K R A 4
By PRI SR B I AR 77V it g b A b

Nijs 2 N\ K H s e B 1 Wiaie bR, 152045 5 SR 15 1R 5 5 M0 JRE A AN A 78 X s 4
5 T ARAFAE 525 10 2 5 (Nijs, Franken et al., 2010). - F#R 6] & %5 &Pk 2 kB E R
MEE P 2 A B AT e 5 U NI AR K 1 S5 R 22—, Bt LI AR 56 75 3045 B 45 R AN HER . 5341,
B ARTE SR IS FE AN B M R B AR R T, A SRUE LK (Doolan, Breslin et al., 2015).,

4.2.2. R BTHRMMLE

BLF Stroop W56 PG NAFAE— L JH IR, 52 (0 S0 R 55— PRI 98 75 1 —— R0 S AR 5%
(VPT)o FERLSEERMIMLS T, K — AN WAH SRS — AN h R i B3, — BRIt [a] ) R0 R4 ok
IR i, X5 2 AT B b X PR A5 00 7 A P (7 BXAT ), RHEE Bl S R R
PN I R TR AR R K 7 R P AR A R b . R DGR e 3 ) S B P P SR A GA B S
RRYERE, B I S ST [RD IR G R R R 1, AR P R ST R R R L RE R 1)

Nijs %5 A 2371 i 100 ms 1 500 ms F*) Al 52 T A [ 00 A0 3 P e 2 A ), % IO 38 52 LT [ 29 100 ms
I, JC A T R T 00 A2 8 A e R AR T B R 1 I, R TE VLR R Sl R
PUE ]9 500 ms B, 1F 544 B (4 48 ) il S L AR R B A . T DA, LR
A FAMRTE A 5 TEE R VAR B i ) &4k 22, MirEE S ma 4ERe A T, AR MR RE 2K 4]
IREE PR Y E R L ITE B (Nijs, Franken et al., 2010). 5 4G BT 5% A B0 ) 5% 5 30 A 1) 9 2000 ms I,
JIE B R A et B 2 2R )3 T 1) 2 L I % 4 5 9 4 B 55 (Werthmaanin, Roefs et al., 2011).

PG PRI 58 B AR A B PRy 5 () B 9 4%, ARAAEAE IR PR, B T AR R S — B TA) P9 TT g
HEIR ] 22 O (R A% TR S A DI 56 IR BRI AE S — AN Ik 8] A B s i e, A R
TS REHE B IS ARALE — B [B) Y PR, DRI SR P S b 7 vk I A5 R A8 v 8 A v (AR R PR AN

5. EERERIISK

T T i I 2k B A A S S 5 A RT3 T AR s ) S DL R S A8, RV i Py 2 B
fr B (R 2 8) 5 'R A A BARRT (M SR B B WLR 1), SRR e 2 (B0 2 £) 2 IE
5 EWREA AL B E(AZE SN BEILRR EERS), WIS i P I AN i B (2 v e ) R 40
I LA B R YIRS MR R B AT N (B R g R B &) -

TE R IR0 PR AT 9= AR ) B ARV 12 Kemps 25 NREAT I — R AII0TFE, b At
EEAT P SERRAT T, #O R AL R I S8 BEAT U SR WU B SR T s I E N B R AT
T MNEREMWIE NG, Bl NPT IR, 70 a8 8 75 50 /R4S (LR 58 sl . B s



FAVRIN, Aoy 2 ) I 2R 79 A K R v i O ) 50 AR 7 AR Ak R 15 o g 28 B A aons T 19 5 g B9
G 1) 2 N TR ) G S R R PEBE S B RN IS S R R I T R R R “ Avoid
chocolate” ZH H B ARV E R IR 2 J5 IR B SR INES: 2, A AT TRZ 35 5 s DF s 2R 2 /0T “ Attend
chocolate” 4, TM{EHAMAPHIRNE EHIFRE RENEZSR . EXMNERIGH LT, A3k
T TPRIREESS, 3 RS RS B p s —RINZAEEL, ARIFRESE ZRPIIGZ G,  “Avoid
chocolate” ZH 8% i1 35 5 JJRA DFI IR & AR R 3 /> T “ Attend chocolate” 41, {H @& A 146 A ) W A 44
DrEEL “Attend” 45 £ (Kemps, Tiggemann et al., 2014).

ZJ5, Kemps £ NSCHEAT TABATTEEE —ANSEERRIE T,  ZEIXANIIE T A AT DO 2 il 2RI SUdEAT 11
R eEE, A T EbE I I ZRp s AR h B R ) E RS AR S, AR [F DRI — R X
Srfam AR R 5 R A B ) . ZSRIR A R, 372 “ Attend healthy ” &5 “Attend unhealthy”
4, “Attend healthy” ZH R iR 7E SET8 FH B EESRAERR BRI G FhooH g B e v A, BAE RO, “ Attend
unhealthy” ZH IR0 ZE0 A B A B ROV SEEGZE B R, “Attend healthy” ZH IR E 4t
I YIZR S 1) fa I SR e A e [ B 42 =y, “ Attend unhealthy ” ZH G BRI HI X
et EYIREE R R E ARG G0 B M. W E AN “Attend unhealthy” ZH A E LI 25
ZJERT AR R B A 2R 13 R ] AR BRI R IR AN B Gt 025 1t AT R DR iz s B e I 2R 2 i
O R & T —ERE R R SIS mA, I ESEIgrste &5, Mt Fem K TrHArges+
SRR E T IEARATTIH, FERES RIS, “Attend healthy” ZH 8 CTH FERVE R T 2L 0 3
ZTAEREY), MATERAEEEYEBEL “Attend unhealthy” ZHAIHHAREL . JEIIXANE R RIAIZRSE
5, WFAFATRIN SRp i B FR I B e b [P A B SR R B I R 2R S B2 (e
el 75 2o SEaeas REN R 7 SR BB UEEI hE BN LSRR IR, EIFEYIZR
YRR E RBEREEMLER T, R T MEZ &R MmA, W ERE SRR ER
GRBUAMARER, A& TR EAT . TFARFATI A FIIZ)T 202 AR U, MU GEHEE
I NGRDI S SRR R I R A A R e e B R e 2 b, JF A BahIg N 1 (@ R &
BNE, RS RIS A 1 — R 07 2(Kakoschke, Kemps et al., 2014).

gE b, 8 SIS USR5 R N B AR R B R R 1A R BE S U I RN . R AR A
FRZEE, R AR ) (R ) R B I e RS B N (B R) X B RN E . (H R IR L T A AE
SRR, DR 4330478 TG D 42 1) ZEL 5 % P I 80 5 B0 H TS AN B A T BN 2 3G I (Bl ) & B VR E T
T A RN (BRRD), 2 R B R SR OE RIE FHE AR BB . AR SRAEIX U7 T AT 78 o] DAl 5 i B
BT ) 7 19 R, DRI DA i e I 5 B SR FH ) i 3 A ARk JEL A 65 v P AL 3 P (L e = B o 12, SRR AT BA
I k2 5 SR A AATTAE AR T 2 v iz B 57 1) AR AR R ) DL R ARAT 1 AR AR i RN B A R R A sk
AR, EPX AN S 5B W EA RGBT RS — e LR s ZRRER .

6. BEHEERE

R LA OA RS IE, R IEREREAR . BRI DR SRR e A8 2 B W R =i i) b 5 I
WARREAMAR Z S, HANEBCE 53— BUN 4 Rie 7 BARSR T THiE e M R EA RS, A
A )7 IAF B 25 RAN AR R, B AR — Pl 777 35 B 06 S0 I AR aff D00 By i (e B AN RERA E , BRVFAE
A Ja IR FC R R LUK BLSE U ORI S T35 . SO S e PR AR R I 2505 3K, BRAEANRIRR I IS T
— W WEFEEATBAE DS S s BAA R R I 2R A7 AE R BR 5 A A2, AE AR [E) I ZRAE TS )iz 3t B )
AR NE X — (R B b o ASSO Fr A KA i ) A S ) — S8 B FE AT T RS, BARE R AN TT IS A 4
T, (R EREN A AR IR TSR — S/ B 5 a3 K
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