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Abstract

Facial attractiveness plays a crucial role in human survival and social interaction. A lot of re-
searchers used ERP and fMRI to examine brain responses elicited by facial attractiveness and the
factors which influence the processing of facial attractiveness. ERP studies of explicit task found
differences in N3 induced by different levels of facial attractiveness, while facial attractiveness eli-
cited N1 and N2 in implicit task, because of the differences among various studies in stimuli, para-
digm, etc. Moreover, explicit tasks found that the dorsal posterior parietal cortex, cuneus, post-
centralgyrus, left inferior parietal lobe, and middle temporal gyrus were activated by facial attrac-
tiveness, whereas implicit tasks found that the putamen, ventral tegmental areas, fusiform face
area, paracentral lobule, superior temporal gyrus, and precuneus were activated by facial attrac-
tiveness. Meanwhile, due to the reward value of facial attractiveness, it elicited multiple similar
neural activities in both explicit and implicit tasks, suggesting automatic and unconscious
processing of facial attractiveness. Specifically, both explicit task and implicit task found differ-
ences in P1, P2, N170, EPN, P3 and LPC induced by different levels of facial attractiveness. The
neuroimaging studies of explicit and implicit tasks found that facial attractiveness activated the
amygdala, caudate nucleus, nucleus accumbens, cingulate cortex, prefrontal cortex, cerebellum,
hippocampus, the occipital visual regions (lingual gyrus, middle occipital gyrus, ventral occipital
region), and insula. Future research could explore the neural mechanisms of unconscious processing
of facial attractiveness, and cross-channel integration processing of attractiveness.
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1. 5|8

WMEZIE, THZ Mo ANMT AR 36 BT ALAEAE WLF, W “SERIZLE” o HFL 5] JI(facial
attractiveness) 248 H b5 AT FLAT 5 A AR AR 158 (1155 26 1A 56 I BR A At N 7= A — e AR P I 0 3 IR (45
W, A, 20135 Z5BR, PRZE, 2010). A LIRS 30 AR NG 2 B 4F ) AR 4# 5 (Langlois
et al., 2000), 2IR1GE &I F/K(Hamermesh & Biddle, 1994). MBELMEEHE, TH AL J1ib 25200 A4
BARAT MR L, #1645, 4°)&, 251%, 2016; Rhodes, 2006), T H. X+ 5 L840 0 K F Lot (S
BRS, EEHE, 2015).

Haxby, Hoffman A1 Gobbini (2000)# Hi T LA 170 A1 A RAEAL. AR N RA: &
RGMINE RS ATF AT B B EERAMUBAR R, 2R ST TS S, ] an T A AE ) 5
B A ARG . S0 IRESVENDT MRS, e aREmNGE. T kzE. S, . @
GRGMATEN, FEATHAESL . R SEMS0E BRI . Senior (2003)7ERZ L RGN EIA
(3L BB — 20 B T AZAE Y, R AR LIRS S T K25 R 8, B SR N I A A%
PG o5 X ARFRAZ . HEZ Bz 2 AN Y Tt 52 2 . ek, TFLIR 51 70 0 52 B8k 8k 22 A 723 1
RVEGRR I, Diede, GrEie, Wik, 2007; WRR, BRoCE, 50, 2018 /N, xdA, x5,
2015; KT, j&E, HZ 5, 2019; Hahn & Perrett, 2014),
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HAT, AR AL m T R 2o 7 32 2552 AN RERN BRSNS = IS 51 g AL
FEBN AT [ FERE AN X5 2 F R 22 5, T 48 s 1 AL A7 S AL o 70 AT 55 2SR il EL VAN TH AL
W5l )y, FwESHAHEARKERRENZSYS, BTN L, NEES B %S0 55 1L
W51 73 (B 28) o R AR S5, SRAR T ALK 51 DI 5 Bl Bz, J& T B 3hin Lk /M55, 2015 Bzdok
et al., 2011; Mende-Siedlecki, Said, & Todorov, 2013). AL EEMNANEAT SN BTSSP 7T, [HER M FL
W 51 70 T3k R 5 R 00 i 28 S AT B0 R DX 33k, R SR Sk R 7 77 1) iR AT e B

2. ShEESTEFLKSIA8MI

SREAT S5 JE T EARI B SRAEINE ST, SZRVRBARL . B AUESS oM, BTSRRI S RAAAE 8
FSto

2.1. EFLKS| 5B T AR E)i#FE

Schacht Z:(2008) &I KWK 5| /3 L A W 51 AT FLTE 150 ms Z2 A7 KR 1 5 KA R o (6 K
SN IR, RAKATH N H13%) M LPC (Late positive component, 492~792 ms). ANit iZAF 70 (T FLF 1 PF4
W5 71 Ao, ok e g BRG] J1in TR 24 T, 52l, Marzi A1 Viggiano (2010)
A I T FLER A KB E R 51 0 LUK 51 0 TH FL 75 R M 58 K P2 (150~200 ms) N 170 (150~200 ms)+
EPN (early posterior negativity, 200~300 ms)F1 LPC (300~500 ms). K@% N KR G788 1 HFL#R 1R
NG P P R 35 R, R B 51 0 AR 51 77 THFLiS & 1 B2 K N3 AT LPC (350~550 ms) (Zhang et al., 2011;
FKIFEN, 2010). ATRAER], fEHRR 7T RIGHEERIG, SR05] i fLm T2 5 3 BARIUE 1 0 fix i
ROSE b, IR BTSN LR 51 700 LR LB AE B A n Tk e, IF Hss| otk L2 0s ek
WEAMAE ) LPC R .

— S S AL AR VPN IR 5] 0 0 R S AT 5%, R AT 55 T L S| 7 n TR i R g AR
(Rellecke, Bakirtas, Sommer, & Schacht, 2011; Zhang & Deng, 2012). Rellecke 55(201 1) E R4 i 5o 8 5 17
S, FPPNTH AL S J), FEFEAE 55 8] B B AN R SOA (stimulus onset asynchronies). £5 R K, &
W51 77 b &I 51 T LTS R B KK 260~1000 ms (8] (1) J& 3 % (U AE 344~464 ms (8], KWK G] JHEag
W 5| 23T LI R RN TER), 1 B 5] J18NANAERT SOA (100 ms)if &3 . 5 #EHINA, 7EK SOA %
P, ANTE RN SRR 5] 77, e SRR 51 A0 AL At 2 0 .o AR, 4 IA 0 B YRk
IE, NATTRA BB E R Z, s R X SERN T LA i, DRI 5] ) 3408 A AEHE SOA R k3 o Zhang
H1 Deng (2012)f# H oddball Y850, 18 #IKIEIR 2 W04 A RN T FLAR S IR 51 77, RIS 51 7 UK
1 JHFLIE K E KM P1 (100~140 ms, LHERIATER). P2 (150~230 ms). N3 (230~330 ms)Fl P3b
(330~500 ms). 1M H., X H M, mWs] 7 AR 51 77 THFL 75 & 5K H N170 (140~190 ms)FTEE K1) P3b
AR, WiZo i 1) N170 F1 P3b WA AR IR 51 T R08 . 1A FF 58 3 A8 AR kil o R s i L, <3
T 5] 7 EUAR R 51 T FLAE 3P & K N170 T LPC (400~600 ms), 7E 2o NI & 17 58 /M N170,
LPC ¥ f &3 % 5 (Lu, Wang, Wang, Wang, & Qin, 2014). FRZLFNA (2012) 045 AR R LL 15 7 AHSR
BT P 2 (AN 2 RS0 AN T X6 AR 30 A Y AR B AR IE 5 AR 51 0 B m a2 o w9 B, AR
FinmE RS, KRG mAL s RG] LIS K TR PL AT N170. X IR Bk U, &
W 5| T FLEE A AR S| TR AL R R P1 A N170. 28 BAR SR 47 & 0 A AEAE X i 5] i £L
. 25 b, BEARTIGMEL, LIRS AP A 25, SWARANS KGR, (H0]LUE
LB 3 TAE R R BT d kA2, FERFERRNIN e . X SR 5] Iy 0 L&A FE 1 F 251 g hs A
o B A B KSR A VA AN RR,  IF L B ) T LR B o0 T AR, BB A e e S
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T FLIR 51 0 S DA BB G AE N T 4R B TR AT it 2D AR o
2.2. EFLIRS[5M R T aY#E A X

FH LG T LI 51 7 72 I TA) a3k R bR B ) 45 B, HG I DX 0% 72 AN 8] A 72 b 22 5 AULF- 35 K. Winston,
O’Doherty, Kilner, Perrett 1 Dolan (2007)& 3, &+ &M 5| SAH L A &R0 51 J3 T FLAE A I 254 A% s A2
B K. Cloutier, Heatherton, Whalen 1 Kelley(2008) U & B THI FLIR 51 718036 T RBBHZ . mUHnaw =l o 00 AT 4
Rl 2RI B 12 J 2 A R o o 2, LTI = A i DX PRy s B R 5 70 7K B 5 0 38 0, 1 A O RE &z =
(GBI 5] 17K BE IR S5 . [FeF, ot szma AL 51 710, gl 21 Lotk AR 5| 7y 2otk
TFLAE 55 M RE A R 2 WORFEE R, SRTAS R W 51 7 55 M T FLAE Lo VERE AR 2 s AR Z R A 3 .
Chatterjee %5(2009)iE—P KM 7 —ANHIEMIRLH . 00T HIR S 000 P 00l s &t 25 B 2 A
AL, XL X AVE BN RER G| J1 3G g . (RS2, FEF0AT R E S BER T TR Es . 1t
4, Tsukiura Al Cabeza (2011a)EE 3R LMK IFON B VETI AL G| 770 550, BEWRG] 1K r)3gm, HE
BIURZ JZ  HNAT [A] R /IN RE Bh R 2 35, HLRER Y 2 5 5 ) DI REERE B i 53— T 9T(Shen
et al., 2016)18 FH HUIX & B ALANIR 5] SV F AR5, B % T THFL& = S AR AE T AL 5] o Crh e .
SRR, B, SR/, HRIA R SRR B B o o T AL 5] ) ) EE B R AE o W 5] bk
REZR R 2=« R RAZ AN A 0 g 5 [l PRy bk g, 1710 ) o o 5 [ e AR 55 o 1T EL R S5 P ok i,
IR 51 7 He b S0 5 0 TH LR A S A A0S A2 B8 K. Yin, Fan, Lin, Sun 1 Wang (2017) &I AAT TR 22
JUTH AL 51 A3 A A AE o) 22 S o 28 ) LIRIFLIR 51 J0kkmn, 2otk RO RE P AN T & e 2 R0 AR R AZ 1 3 B0k
S, YRR O AT A )2 BTE B Bk SS o DAE A TR AN R 5 77 i T FL S R B 25 B 22
Vartanian, Goel, Lam, Fisher fll Granic (2013)1U &35 B —HEEFL A 5| 3 TAE MEZE R . S35 FL
W51 J30F 53 AR AR b, X TRIFLIB 51 0 0P 65 v RO R b [ 0 8 e P2 B i

S SR T FLH S 5B L 9L &R - Tsukiura Al Cabeza (201 1)1 o ME# R 52 sloxT 53 HETH
LI 51 TIPTS5 X AT 9 (P8 B I BT AT 55, BRI AN 55 X6 Rl B 0 A O T Lo S A 55 I
B THFLIR 51 17K 4 v, BERI R 2 R0 00 [m] ) 35 B B < 1 5, T DU B e & [ A 25 E [m]
(supramarginalgyrus) FIi5 2 B 2855 « 534, AR 5| 77T LB H &5 51 77 T FLAE B 171 [2] | Bl (Lingual
gyrus)F/INIG O AR BE R . L2, JEAET RAE S R, EMSEE . &, KT AT IROE RO
S RAT S T AR T ] JTH AL FROE RON, 3 B T L SR A A A SR A 2 LA AL . Luo, Yu, Li
A Mo (2019) JURHE BEAN T FLAT— AN TE A TE FB AT UL EC £ 30, Bl B 0 FL 5| 105 2 B X 34T
N, K EBR NI 25 A TSRV . S5 SR IR 5] 7 EEARIR 51 T FLAE S H [ pA ) HE A5 R 2 1
WOE TR, AR 77 b s] Ay LR e g el A TR N R R . IR T AR
A [FIRE (08 S 51 J3vEAy, ABAS [R5 i FLIR 51 0 i i X 28 ANTR], - BT LR 51 70 5 30 s X
IR RMERER . LREKRE, MALWGI TN & Z M8 R, A . A,
REGIZ R W05 f0dr Bl AN BERUR JZ 5i DDy, kL. FiEl, sod e, weet,
el E M E T TR AN s el iR oRER 8 T ORI AL B IR, — Leah iy R A i T X,
HRTEAFIFA RIS R AR A 2 . XR AL G il LA S & —FERMIARES), &
B RTES) . teAh, ARG S E R AR ARG S T3 3k, R
ARAKMTE AT LKA [ R B SE R (A, 2R )RR 58 N2 H S pLl .

3. ARRMES TEILKSIMmMI
B T BSRAEA TALMEATH N T b, BFRUEIEEERE . Y. T S st A o SR ALK
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SI1FE R RN o Ferp —SERE A RSB AR 55, T8 SR gaalont Tl FL 51 A1k AT 1840, IR
PEBRATHE X LR A P BN T

3.1. EFLRS| AR TRYESEzHE

Oliver-Rodriguez, Guan Fl Johnston (1999) 2R {4 s THI L, AMUTAT . G5 R KM, e
LW 5] T3 9P 5 B M i P300 Y S EAH G X HE SRR R HE O S Mt S, SRS S] J0vR
435 P300 MR 2 IEAESS, (HSEHEIR A A0 HILIX PP . van Hooff, Crawford il van Vugt (2011)
5 9 B A AT 55 %2 1 TR LI 5| J)5HE & B R . S2e st S — ik e L, BEEEm AL L. T A
FERAME R B, ZREARRIRAB H bR & 4. SREW, @ KRG S50 5] )L
BRI P2 (120~220 ms), B MKW 5] AT TFLE Re 5 RAHAMER . AT E VOB P2 7l AR
S ARG 27T AL B R B AR L SR 51 DT AL, A S WG R S8, SR H A
HHRATE PR AT AL R & ZAOE RIS S et b b ARSI ALE B R K
KM LPC (200~650 ms), 1A FW 5] /7 53 T FLTE Lo MEp i & i LPC Z R/ A3 . Wiese, Altmann
I Schweinberger (2014)#% 1] 1 LM%, i Bl VA A W E 55, SRR, &g JimFLE A
W 51 A FL 75 A& 56 K N250/EPN (270~400 ms)A1 LPC (300~700 ms), 2B AR & 51 S FLAEAE L2
Rl . Zhang, Wei, Zhao, Zheng il Zhang (2016)i3t— 6% 5 T HIFLIL G| Jriciomir rvER 2= 5, s HAl
Wil R B R R — KB — 8, 2 eI AL IMES . SRR, AR E G| 7 IR AL
X B A5 R 1) P1, P2 R N170 YR 2 35 v T Ao P o X et 50 3 B iy W 51 T T FLBE 25 5 5| S i = R i A
ISR g C S S S TR I & WA P P.€ /Yo R 1 IV d svivk = b W K &N VA R S KUEWS I S 7
K.

BRI HHEE T LT FATS R ALK 51 S35 KA TES) . Chen 25(2012)f8 FIS AT R SRAT 5558
SIEASL, RPN SR E i Yo R A . SRR 5] AR 5] A7 L R
/NI P2 (130~170 ms)F1 LPC (450~650 ms) LA S B2 K1 N2 (180~230 ms). 5 HATSS AN, #7E & f i i
HIMES HE A, APRE R EEZEM A RE M E TR . Ma, Hu, Jiang fl Meng (2015)
HRZER, EER LI EmL, FEIHXT 10 TRIE TR, BynlkE £ B 20N B2,
W45 5 A ek WERAESZ, WS AREER) . 250 R R 51 7 BRI 51 T FLF & /N N2
(240~280 ms)F1 5 K ) LPC (350~550 ms). Ma, Qian, Hu Fll Wang (2017)#E—25%% 1 /0B & L 51
FI%F L ARV TR IR, R IR 51 9 THIFL S & 5K 1 LPC (380~480 ms), {H¥ KB N2 (112 5+ . Jin, Fan,
Dai Al Ma (2017)f5 FH A& Gt KU A E 76 2058 2 IR AL, 285 el duUE £ tH 1000 ik /2 5000 7t,
2 Ja RIE RN RETS B R 3K s it e R I W 51 g AR 51 0TI FL S & B /M) N2 (250~350 ms). 5 I
BRI, A WP R e e E R TS, Pei Il Meng (2018)ff I ZE0, FFEK
W= 51 77T FLS A& BE /N N2 (200~260 ms)FH B K] LPC (450~800 ms). BbAb, X4 FF124=5(2018)fF
Hse g sk 2L I T RIS mg] 1 U 51 29T AL K BRI N1 (70~130 ms). 27 b, R
AN R AT 25 TP A SR I P BN, H 2300 50 R B0 T LR 51 0k T N2 FI LPC (% 5+,
FLEL TR RIFAL S o NS TR SN T FLR 51 A, FEREmab A T sk St A2

— BB 5 IR FH HAth 5 2% TR AT 55 B SR AL S IE A IAEA . Ma, Zhang, Pei 1 Abdeljelil
017)HRBE TARTE AT ALK 5] 7752 75 5 ma s i A 2R T R 7 SR96 b o IR F AT AL, SR B
PN R R AR AT IR A VRN o 45 SR R IR W 51 77 LARWR 51 73 THIFL 5 A BE /N N2 (180~280 ms)FHBE K 1)
P300 (300~500 ms) 2 LPC (420~580 ms). 1474 45(2017)% %82 1 Lo P T FLIW 51 75 55 1k ol s i s ok 5 AT A
VRO . RRECSEIG R, RI— AL L L AR S R T ALER A, aE e xR G B AL A T I
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TALHEAT TR0 DA SR i, 000 1 A 26 56 A Tl RS, I BT DLtk 3R 15 2 h. 51K
S =R G DA R TRee AR o ek A N T R e ) 085K S =l & W 3 B b1 ES A T ST D R U
3T FLAE K P 5 565 % K N2 #ilt, Cui, Cheng, Lin, Lin A1 Mo (2019)iL:4 15 34 W 28 4% B vh A1)
ITNRTIESE, LLRZAORIETE, KA AL 5] e g g fe R LW 38, 4550k
W, RO REHAWALSF, T 77 AR 5] 7T FL 7 & B /NMET P2 (170~230 ms) Al LPC (400~900 ms),
MAEE A FIWAT S5, BRI LR 5] 3808, B HIFLIR 5] 7722 5 MO R SEAR AN 23 5 Wi 3 48 35 1) )
Wro 2 b, BFFCELERFSII ARG IR T KREWTR, W TE&ESE. SR, EET A%
FAFRE, KE RBUEW G| L% K BEE KK LPC. XERMAMTESAEERINT “Wia” Zim LK
AL G G R, RN E, S 1 BT T sk A W 2

3.2. EFLIRSI AR TR HERX

Aharon 25(2001)i% 55 H# A8 S E (LI 200 ms AL, ARI W 5] 7 AR 51 71 Lo T FLAE A
MIRER R 2 SUARBEAZ . A SR A% S A 8% ZEfF 5 (sublenticular extended amygdala, SLEA)FIXU]
PN A 2 DX PSR P SR e e 5| g BARRIR 51 70 55 4P T FLAE 7 00 P00 55 DX PR R FEE B K, {HAE XL
AR A% A1 22 U] SLEA FOMGEFERE B /e EAF, Yu, Zhou A1 Zhou (2013 ) B2 Rk i S0 A5 M AA o L A IR 51
11, ZJEHEE —RIEMT I Rt L. A5 R RN, w1 BRI 5] g s 0 T FLAE XA IR el )
FERESE R, I H 55 MEE R —BUR & 51 /g S At AL B 555 i 5 FAS — B i e 51 7 st T FLEE R A il
RA R Z O FREETE R . Yu S NINATEMT LS T AR i, piis g WA S fLat 2 /iE 5 2
HI W2 A IR, AH R SE AT VP 7RI AL 5] 77, FEMLETEMT AL, M d AT AN RN T,
DAL 20t 2 A e ™4 1R N B T i F L 51 77

FOAAIF FE R 1 38 G o] T L FE SR IR BV R, LR B LG TH AL 58 5 —4E 5% . Kampe, Frith,
Dolan #1 Frith (2001)iE# WA AL, L THRAE FRLJ7 100 50 9 EARFN R . 28513807 21 Hh B ATLAR N P
R AR TR AL, 38 e — ELR I PATHR () Th LA e o, 45 SR R IR I I SOUIR R AE B 2% A1 Bs sh e T FLWR 51 )
R I, RV I BER 51 R N9k . Liang, Zebrowitz Al Zhang (2010)1E#% 4 3h M
AL, FRERI— BRI Sy A AR R4 i . 45 ORI AL 5| 3 FnAMUIRE RS B 2 . mir s =]
SURIER(BIRZ . REEIZ . 5282 LB M4 55 X B BOE A AR R &R, BAR . & AR 5] 77 B S5
ST ALAERTHIAT ] 72 MR AR S A0 O 58 A% SO R FE TR, Ry AR 5] 1 T FLAE 3 24 10 X[
WOSTEIE A 27 AR ATty A& G| g FLAEA R IRAZ A5 4/IMI HEE 261 Bz J2 R A 2 [X P 33
SRR R, (HiE . TREER S| D FLAE X S i X S R RE I 22 5 RG] Jy Le &8 W) 51 7 TR LAE /e
AR B A% R WG R P SR, R R 5| g A s AR 51 0 T FLAE 70 AR BRI A% (R S0 R P I8 %2 57« Kocsor,
Feldmann, Bereczkei £ Kallai (2013)7EFEAL 2 0T FLF 51 46 N FTRUW T AL, #ik— B R BLFT Hm 5L I
i, R RM, ARG ke, mrnasel, R, BOREL, BEl, R [ B
GO AT T {1 A B ST e X -4 W17 S I 70w (1IN Y N = I 7 SR 1 K i 1

Winston 552007 FEF R FIBAE S5 ORI, s AR G177 T FLAE A A AT AZ R 0s R T R &5 0 51 0 TH
fL. Chatterjee “5(2009)7E S 43 FIWTAE S5 I, IE AR - DX SEAN AR Bl Th1 L DX AR 7% 30 B TR LR 51 70 G
BN 58 . O’ Doherty 25(2003) I HIWAE S, KINE WG] 77 EEARIER 51 7 T FLAE PN RE & 5 220 5 4
[l R E TR, MIEMN & AT BRI M0y [ s RE EE TN . T HL, S5 Erftl, skl )R
P T FLAE 5514 B P I R 20t Rz 2 s B K. I B L SR YERI DR 22 52 (2010) 8 F R AME S5 R B, % TG S
AT S, ] 7 AR 51 710 FLAE A DU [ R0 e 00 F 5 PRS0 R B R, TAE A 5% o e/
M A5 ) ARz o A S R A R T I S AR B R N e A S A, SRS I BRI 51 ) LR
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A IR IR L R 2 AR [ )G A2 BE B /N e Wang 25201 5) A8 AP 50 UM AE 25 A B, 2 I BERT B2 )2
FEMFERE e AT B ANAS UK v B 2 2H R 1 T L o SR A 2%, v 51 1 T FLAE S B X s 1 P
HKe Bz, BUEATEZEANRIRN T LIRS 7, s ] AR 51 77 T LG (0 R i 50 A7 48 B 2 22
o BIRAEANFESS A BRI IX B FLOE A BE 5 T AL 51 T B SR AR AN AR A, (AT BLA H AL 51
Woin TEABERN A s tehh, BT ARMESIIZAEE, TSGR T30S, SRt
FRM . IRBEZ e BRI X fnafial, A AR, #RIE s AR el & aly BROALe
ANy LRl BRI SE p N SRR X RN T AL S] Fy, IEEE RALEE RERL EN
T gtz &R

4. BEFRE

g b, DAEREFAESN AN BRAESS T, B8 1AL 5] /i85 R i F RS A0S B I X o b 6 () T
LRSI VPSS B T B BT N E SN, B SEAR AR B B IS NIRRT R T H R B
HANIN T, AFES RS R RIS SR 55 0 P BRAT 55 15 K 1R I R ) RO 1 X A AN 2D 22
o BARME, LRG| IEANRATS T FER T N3, fENRES T ER T N1 N2. [FE, 28R
W 7R b e ST TR AN S Rl ERAESS NEOE T 5k BRI R XL BOIRIE]
BEHTH L SR AN St N ARG, AR S T LR S 0 T AR Z AR, sk T AR
X LR SY, 4 P1. P2y N170. EPN. P3 M1 LPC, FFHGE /MMM, BFEATHn:. B, R,
B WS A FrarE, AR EGE R A EE ). X EER I, AL
FIIMTIAREARINER, BABORIESNRE. thah, AL 51 770 Tk 2 AR 78 B — i Xk
A, TR LIAT S SRS FROE 7 E M2 R 26 . 5B, LG ik
R L 2550 RIS (AR 22 o DX S b T 32 B AR, W 51BN TA 5%, AHRRT Haxby %5(2000)F1
Senior (2003)4: H B THI LN B2 P 43 A7 sUpP A5 A o AR SRBH 70 75 44 SR [ AL 51 7 m T (s (] i R A0S
(R X %, AN W = 0 5 35 T LN L g e A A

PRI TE, AN [FIBH 50 R FH T AL AN ], 47 28 300 FIOBRe Pt R = 48— 81, DRt wf DA
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