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Abstract

The secure attachment priming effect is considered an important means to improve and reshape
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the non-secure attachment pattern, but how it affects the rejection sensitivity of non-secure at-
tachment individuals is still poorly understood. Using a 2 x 3 x 3 three-factor mixed experimental
design, 37 non-secure attachment college students were selected to participate in the experiment.
The results showed that the main effect of primes and target word type was significant, and the
interaction of the three factors was significant. Further analysis showed that the secure attach-
ment priming situation had a moderating effect on the rejection sensitivity of non-secure attach-
ment individuals, and the secure attachment priming effect in avoidant attachment individuals
was significantly higher than that in anxious attachment individuals.
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1. 5l

Downey %5 AR 51 Hr 2 HE 45 A U MR 2 — FlonH IR 28 S5 IR I I Rr . 5 5 BRI SR B IR SE IRl , AN
A AMA R A 1 SRR PEAN R, — 2 NRERE Kb ERFIALARIE 25, 1T A L A\ 046 e a4 ok 20l ¥
N, AR AN BB AT A B i AR 45 (Downey et al., 2004). Downey 25 N (IRF T 26 8], LERSOR s
TNH AR AR R ) NI N B 4 (M e L AR A U AR PN B v, AN PR R I AR Mt AR,
R 5 S HE R B b 5id FE(Downey et al., 1998). 1 B BUK S BIAME I NBRASAE, S8
MEARER, WMARKR. ETFRR. WEXANEE; FESEEMEAEES, HIFMER
AL eAT N, BEINBRAIINAR, PR ER R, HEIM S AR B A B JE o 45 A BUB A 2 5 A A
MIANFRR R, MIBLRUEME R A RBERIELaR, RS RIH AENES, BN G, I
X NBRIERAEH AEVEN (52, 2014).

Willams A g/~ 40 45 4 155 358 I g A 52 3 1 A& 22 5 B s, AR Qo T 6o 4 240 248 02 P Ak 7 28
HUSR $R € (1 (Williams et al., 2000) . AMAFE R #1245 48R0+ 2 HE 7 I )R AR IR KRR FE b2 BIA R
WAEBGN B Z BRI, dE 2 AR RIEARURIE R EER R . )LE I A S35 1
184z, Bt R 45 IR L RIS BN T PO A N3 48 1) A il (Downey, Lebolt, & Rincon, 1998), Jf
H & —DRTHE LB B R0, MO +E 21 540 4 us e 0 2R e 35, BDSE A T8 A
B A2 43 5 R o A B oA 3R 4415 5 5 FUY (Romero-Canyas, Downey, Berenson et al., 2010). £ 33044
BUBVE B AL R I, 4B LA U PE A O A T AR 26 1 A A2 s i, BRI M AE
Y 22 007 2 DL A A T4 22 U 28 R e A2 (25, Bk AT, 2016). A AN — B He thAE 2 4k
A 3 E A A N TH AR E  AMEATAR BT, 7EE B B 1R S, 5 = A W AR B 4
R EZ A SIELRNERAT AN, 2012). dE MR PRIE TR BRI T 26 B 25 5
PRI T, A5 BB ORI R BT . BT ME B AR AR KT Rk R, 4 U
PR, DR ER e A AR AR A PR AA SO R BN T A R [ 1 2 2 e N B A8 A R 145 B PR AR A R
ZE, WAL TR AR FE R PRS2 ) T od BESUR KA R 40, B ZHREE O HRERE X
ROAHETT, 2019), ¥ HCOREEBOML, XMIELIRBUR, FE5 R LB 4af i 25 IR BORIAR LS ;s (]

il
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TR TR AN A ) 2 25 0TS SR SR AN B T AL AR L R OB, G B X CEE R RITK, EA
G B TR (T 75, 2019), BRARSTAE S HER AR 1 45 I N, R B H S (9 N B AR5 R AR
PINBREAE

IR R FE AR 7 [ AR 22 AR AR MR P AR R I, AR AR e At oh S48 4 38 ik e
2 PR AR G A BE AR, AR DG AR 28 (5 B BN T, AR E AR, B4y
TE R B KA AAE BT RS2, SR AEAL A6 R M BRI B b, 24 28 v R 5 A vr e .
R [ 388 ) I B P ML) U A S, AN B T AR 155 A 20t 552 1 P 35 SR k2 415 446 30 i K 109 757 (Edlelstein &
Gillath, 2008), [FIEESEE R, HAE GXHHEMTE R BN P TAER S H A2 5
REMARR, FFHE—FEE RN (Vrticka & Vuilleumier, 2012). MEFER W 52 F H 2 64
AREZMEE), {EXLH I E2iEAMETE R E CORFE RS, AR RS 32> 82 AR 4k
SRR (Y S50t fOEI], BRE, 2016), XM EAG A FIBEAR BN T MR AE N BRASE A ot 422
HENE B RBREI RPN .

KEB TR I A3 B0 A AR AR RO w] LA S8 el s AN R it 1 B FIAT R (Gillath &
Karantza, 2018), R EH IR LA MRAMAMIE A RURME . 2R S 3) £ 22 @l S M JE e Ak
AR R FRAEAINR )L IE ) (PR EE b DU BE PR B0 AR 2 R AAMR I 2 AR R AL, P AELE AR 1K
AT R ERIRRREN o 22 A TR Bk 38 1 BB B RO AE 22 42 Ak A8 /M A IR 20 (Pan, Zhang, Liu et al.,
2017), VAR H E B ok 4h Ll 4 B 4 (Carnelley & Rowe, 2007), 3855 T 4 7% 22 4= J#(Pan, Zhang, Liu et al.,
2017). S vEEEIAHEL, AR E B AT DO ARG 4, 982> W AR 1 45 (Mikulincer, Hirschberger,
Nachmias et al., 2001). #FFLIERH, 224K 8 Bl0) £ RS AL AR 2R AN 44 R Bl 2R A AR — AN SR il 9
TER, MITSZm AR R IE R BAEFIAT A, HO7 05 SRR XUk — B (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003). 15
wn, ARAEE RE R AR T KA 22 42 JA B 2 A 7 AR T v R A A7 26 RN B 1 ) AR R R 25 (Carnelley et al,
2016).

JEENB A B B N 2 A, TERRE BRI LT R SRR IR R A AR A RS
BN R SRS FR A B T BB (CE, S5, 2005). HiFE 2 [AIHTA KR AR F (Kouider, Dehaene, Jobert
etal. 2007), XFHEZ A MKAMRIISEMHERARF 1. B0 R 2 SR MAIE U, DR K23 E
BAERIER FETH, AH B E 2 R S A SN T A R R e A e Bk s TR A R A
TE AN P e AZ 32 EURT (0 9 v A P2 B (1 5 5 PF 2, 1 7 AR R [ A A b R R B b e
(Bryant & Chan, 2017). Hff 57 35 HE WX 7] B8 A Rk AN A4 kE G - SR 515 2 >R PR ISUSRRORI g v K, DRI X S 5%
WG BB — PR A S S, R 122 4 A B o] el ML — Fh SR %05 5 1 Ak (R ee AN R BT e e, DAL T A
R BB R R ANIE FH (5 B0, PRIE, 2019). 4, TERFFLRES, B b2 A E s iR e AR A R b
Bl — 28 5| L AE AU P, B R LT RE S 5L MR AU AN HE RO O3, DT R A
RIEREAIRRE . MR, B 2R EE e MR RIRR S 28 [ S, FRARA A (R H0AR 5 56 4% 18 4 il
] (Sohlberg & Birgegard, 2003), [FIB A T SEERAT X S 55 5 m, B> AR IR P RS AR
[ AN AT 22 A AR I B I BE RESH SR TR GG 28 10, 17 A0 20 £ R A4 DU B K 810493 428 103 T4 B s Sk PO i A
1544 IR 8 (Cassidy et al., 2009) . 5 AR - )5 B ) S 5617 e 0 w11 R ANIE, 387 HAE JC =R R T A A5
FRD, Wi R NPT RESE NS, MRS R IE TR R BRI AH A B a2 AR R
JE B I ER T A R 2R R [ T AR 2 AN A 4 2 BB T VR

ZE LRTR, SRR BSR4 25 BE 2 s A E AR A E R I R R, R ks
ANAAE ) PN R A AT RN FE AR T RO A U PE I B T4 . 2 AR B m] DU 22 A kA
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R FEAERIR A I T3] IS R DU BRSO AR 2 MBI 2 RRRAL, P2 EAE R, ST
N BRRAREN g T BRI s, SR R AR S 4 A 2, T T A
R AR 28 UL I e SR APIR S R TN — DN BONIER , BOSRIIIPIRE . Rk, AWFFORA BT %24
R A Bl S 56 T AR B B AR 22 AR AR A8 BRURE ) I 1

2. RRFE
2.1, #i

AT FUAE SR B R RA B R (ECR) A T 200 44 L0 =B FEIR R 284, % R A R I3 FEAN 2L
JEo MR e ANt 71 A, EEBRRWE, R AMESE 37 4, BB sl e s
B, ol 1.

Table 1. Statistics of subjects’ type scores

* 1 WARBESEIT

FRERYEEAT 5 [ g 2fE [ 15 53 N

ISR 101.52 + 15.10 64.84 +11.38 22

mpizi] 66.60 + 15.40 102.3 + 38.07 15
t 7.73™ -13.89™"

2.2. SR

1) BEhEE(E ). SZIeHP Rk B ARSI F 2E(Liu, Chen, Zhai, Tang, & Hu, 2016). 535452 505
I —AEHARE, RAPREARRNENT, ZBE3IE R . 22500 706G 8 s o k< 48
o, AR AR, PRSI EAKT, FRKE A 720K, 216 5K,

2) BArmZea. RAEMIRA RIRMELT, SIMRFHE, 2B m—Aa2E. sSeido H iz
W NIRRT A, RTEIA, AR EAACPCEIT e, 208, eSS, 2018). FH4aM] iAok
BT EILE, W R SR IR LN snn, TR KGR, TE4EAT % 6 A, JL 18 A FE4ATE KA N
AR TP e v By = 7 £ L A A A < I P | 7 Py o2 A N o ey e o 1 DV o R P I
FA. TS, 3k 36 AN MR SRR K R AT 45, BT BRI S S AR Gl A, S
¥, 2005).

2.3. SLIESH

TV R HAT S5 A5 7 S8 LR Pl R 07 2 30 HH FR 00 2 T 2 3] o AR S8 R T SE T,
T PR O PR AR 46 21 . I8 T T AR = 2Kk, AP Jd AR % 36 4, Hid )& H
18 AN 4 FH 5 1] [R50 (1 5 440 JE D% 1l R (B 4 AH DT A e L RV 55 JE AL OIR ke 5, HEE)
HARA LI 2 Fioso
2.4, LI

ZR R B SRIRR A 2 (SRS SR [RIREAY) x 3 (B ARTAZRA: FEAAHICIA . L TE I
JEiH) x 3 (JAahtEse: LaKAEE. EReRAEsN. PR Eh) =R RIR AL . H AR
AHARIAIA 2, B AR B AUE S SNSRI R 2, 1T R SR AT 55 1) S RIS R S (F R AR 6
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Table 2. Target words used in the experiment
iz 2. KW ETA R BERiA

EEST A b AU
HE 4\ i L G KB ML, V. D
H i 15 4t KfE EE. M. B .
1447 gl BT, Wb, Mk, GUBR. $TE.
A B, . VIR, . MR
B 1R ] fE5%. SEIE. B B . KL

£ N RN s I 5 TN L N

. R M. WK, SR K.

SR W EW. 1995 . L

~ ~ GE. Tl JHE. S, FERE. iEIR.
B Lild S, BRI W, A, S0,
B U, R, ST A, S

ke, W M, PR B, 1

25. SLIHTE

AR E-prime2.0 4w'5 . (ESLERIEFEF, 3 FUEBIE A 3 B HARAIE I A 9 (3 * )R AL, —ik
JA BN —A H R AE BN — MK, AN SRR 216 A trail (24 * 9), #1115 H5 C J H
DG #0 2: FUR B ATLAL 2 o 125256353 3 A trail, BF5ERE 72 MAKE , BHRARE — 208l T8 G 57 3508 o

TESERH, JeRBARFE, HUCRAE “+7 FESRELE 1000 ms); A5 RILIIZE s E A (B 31E
FRREE 45 ms): A BN I H I ORI IE RS A, MO R I 10 ms; 55 72 H ARTE (FFZE 2000
ms), HRHEX B ARl R AU 2 2K 5, bW SEE B8 T2, R B 7 R & A
PR “F7 g, mEONERINIRE €07 8. SRS RIS 3000 ms JE RN —4, — LR E5E K 216 /> trail,
BT 72 A trail 5FEARE—0580, & HER N ZRE 2 EAERRBRM, Airas5%
[ UL A BIRARORIL, BB SRR E AT A 2R . SRIR AR B W& 1 BT

1000ms
45ms
N 4 A 10ms
P I -})3 i.‘ \
Mo -

= 1524

R RIS

B#RiE

Figure 1. Experimental flow chart of vocabulary decision-making tasks
1 A DR RESH LR AR E
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3. R
SIS ROAR I SPSS22.0 40T, Jext HOR MR PE ST 00T, S HANE 3 Fioms FLM R T %
S HT 6

Table 3. Lexical judgment reaction time of different attachment types in priming situation
% 3. TEMKRZEETE B B BIR T ROIRDC 31 B iz Rz At

Heak ! EEfE R b il 2 84 M+ SD
E 48 AH 5G] 1186.307 + 724.896
ARG R ) eS| 1008.527 + 657.196
S| 995.403 + 542.815
EEE PN 761.285 + 380.856
yodrsuit THRRAK A BB R B) EIEE LY W ST 697.126 + 344.123
Elan 821.217 + 401.097
E 44 4H 5G] 801.596 + 569.221
W R Bl eS| 660.965 + 333.217
E[BE 796.301 + 461.613
TEZEAH IR 1579.918 + 934.504
GBI R EIEE LY W ST 1046.679 + 410.542
kil 996.261 + 408.903
FEHAH 1A 894.293 + 504.332
[F] g 7Y TR R 3 eS| 840.459 + 493.459
E[25] 864.872 + 447.068
TEZEAH IR 825.352 + 443.763
T R Bl EIEE Uy W ST 889.088 + 497.837
Elan 865.431 + 433.885

FARN AR A R SR 1) BEEBI AN B3, F(2,34) =31.103, p<0.05, n*=0471,
Ui R BN B AR FKP Z AFEZE R, BTl M AS AN IR, AR R 22 4 8 il V0 W IR S5 35 40 T
KA AR By, AR 248 Bl W () 2 0 T a3 3l 2) A sl BB SRS AN R 3 2 A (158
HAEAAREE, F(2,34)=0.102, p=0.903, n*=0.003, 8 E s MARI1E R HLEIA 32 4Rk 2R AL i)
o, 3) HAREZRA EMN EE, F(2,34) =7.121, p<0.05, n*=0.169, il HFRiA KA [FZEA 2 )47
TEZE S, FRLLAH AR ]I W7 i (] 5235 A0 T 3R 4 0 OGR], 4 46T Sl i)y A [e) . 25 05 T3kl 4) H
Fria] KA SR KA PR R 2 A HAR IR &2, F(2,34) = 1.558, p=0.218, n*=0.043, i5iHIKISA
RS Hbrial; 5) HahibES B AR RSB PN R 2 22 B AE S, F(2,34)=5.909, p<0.05, n’=
0.144, Ui JE BN E B MEIVE R BLEIZ B AR SRR 2 6) =R MM =EZ BEEHIN%RE,
F(2,34) =2.239, p=0.068, 1?=0.06.

FH 2 A N RS 36 485 SR i A TR R 2 TR 1) = A FAE P 2 03, B DASEE— 20 o) 5040 i 7 B R
Forgs: o 8 T 52K 23 BT 1 380 1) 45 SRR BH R B I SR AE AN R AR AR SR AU AN H AR ia) 828 B e sk R 2, B
Ay Hrat gt B
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MG LLECRE, = MR shIEEE T REC RN AAE R R 1) TR R AR, 16
LA DGR b, AR R B A AR AR B A AT IS B AR AT ARV T e S A7 TE
3225 (F = 3.653, p = 0.032 < 0.05), 4K 5 31k 58 90 48 AH O] s NI 2 3 i T R 2 AR E 31
TSR S B8R BB A DG ORI, E 22 AR AR SR T ARSI 2 T 2 KA A B
BRI S BB T SO o B R AN AN 28 A 5G] 1R SR 7 22 AR A B RN E 2 AR AR S Bl A
NAFAE R 2 (1 = 425.002, p = 0.017), £ REAMAOTHE 28 A0 5 18] 1 RUSEEN 7E 2 A3 A B 2% AR AT 4 )3 31
AT T AFLE R 22 7 (t = 384.711, p = 0.030), A& FEAMAX 5 28 AH 5G] 1) S SEI 7 22 A A R Zh Al 7 3
B FAFAE R 22 7 (t = 40.310, p = 0.817); {EFRZETCIGRIKF b, RAMKAENKME. AER ks
Ja B FAF R JE Bl 2 A T IR W s SN A7 7 IR 2 72 7 (F = 3.644, p = 0.032), £EREMEXTHEA LK
A PR S SIS L 22 A A2 R B AN AR 22 AR AR R B 26 A T A7 AE 1235 72 57 (t = 311.400, p = 0.032), £EJE/MAXTHE
480 IR R R NI TE 22 A IR 3 B AN M JE B S At A7 AE SB35 22 37 (t = 347.563, p = 0.017), £ B/ MAXTE
Y6 J0 1] (1) 5 SN FE AR 22 4 M JA Bl AT TR v SR B2 A TR ANFAE 35 22 57 (t = 36.161, p = 0.799);  {EIEiIK
b, =M B T RN S RIS AR B2 22 7 (F = 1.162, p = 0.320). 2) TR AR Bl 2H Kk,
TEFR LA DGR b, AR B A AR 22 A KA B A A R P T 30 2% A T A RTVC A B e 2 B A7
TEIR 3 % 5 (F = 5.912, p = 0.005 < 0.01), 224K JE 215 5 AHE 2 AH DG 1] S I it 3 v T HF e AR
R S G S RNl NSO EEACY 5 S D A R R | B o (LN = B8 N DS AL BT P e X 0 = B
TEEE T R NET, T e B E T S NI o [RLEEAN AT 45 28 A 5 1] 1) S5 B I 7 22 A AR S Bl A 3R
AR A B At N AFAE 3% 25 5 (t = 685.625, p = 0.007), [A138EANA T HH 246 40 5 1l 1) S5 I8 B 7E 22 A A0 70 I
BN AE AT bt S Bh A T AR AE S35 25 5 (t = 754.566, p = 0.003), [ i N 045 4 FH 5% 18] 4 s N2 I £ JF 22 4
WA A BN JE B FAMFAAE 35 2 57 (t = 68.941, p = 0.778); FEJEAETCGHIKF b, LKA )
At AR KA B A AR TR S B SR A T (RIS T B BB AN AR W3 22 7 (F = 0.792, p = 0.459);
PEoE | Sl O o e o v = Pl BN 57 o AN = Bl S o R =B B A N M e | Y SN A R Y e A
¥ 7 5(F =0.464, p = 0.632).

M FRIFZE B B HRORE S AR AR RSN A5 AR 7 (B e AN PR E AN [R1RITE 28 1) b %) s SN A7 3 3 72
1) TEFELARE DGR b, AR AR 8 A e sl A R TE 22 AN 3 B0 2 A T 1 S L B[R] AN A7 . 35 22 e (t
= —1.442, p = 0.158); KANFEFE 5K AR EIEEANMATE IR 22 KR 3 B 26 1F T I R S (R AN TE 35 22 R (t =
~0.914, p = 0.367); WRANER 85 (2 [m] e A A E Hh P J B AR A T 10 S 2 B TR ASA7AE ¥ 3 22 57t (t = —0.136, p
= 0.893). 2) TEFELTEIAAAKF b, ARANAE &5 AR (AL AMATE 22 A3 B 2644 T 1 ROBE I A A7TE 2
FEZ(t=-0.199, p = 0.843); AKANAE &5 AN [FREAMAAE AR 22 AN R B 55 T ISR (B AN A7 AE B 3
ZEt(t = —1.043, p = 0.304); MKANAE &5 AR AR EIEEA A St JE B 25 A T IR ROREIS T AN AR 2 38 22 e (t =
-1.673, p = 0.103). 3) fEAEIAAKT b, ARAER S Bl REAMARAE 22 2R B B 4 A R B R LI A AR AE
% Z F(t=-0.005, p=0.996); KA RE S5 KA AR TE IR 22 AAKAR )8 B 26 AF T 1RSI (R A7 7E
7 5(t=-0.310, p = 0.758); MR AR 85 2 el b A A7 v P JB BN AR A T B SIS TR A7 AE 35 22 S (t =
~0.458, p = 0.650).

SLIGCHE A RER W, AFE A 3 %A T 2 A AR 4 BUR P R A [\ . o, £EEE
AN 5] 388 AR TE AR A I 22 4 g Bl 5 TS 3 Y1 S0 U i ) S8 28 6 00 20 2 4 i Bh IR 155 03] Y1 A e e 1)
TR 2R E AU LK, BR8N [m] e AMAALE 22 4 RN 3 Bl I 556 1 il Y 4 it
)25 K T A 2 AR B B8 T Rl AIWT T F],  HAE 2 K3 s &R S e 2 AR B s R
TV T S I A S 22 S, R IATE 2 AN R B R A 2 AR M BB 2 BRI, IR B
1 BT 2 A AN A P4 L OB A R T 22 E
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4. #Hg
4.1. EREWRBMERIELE RN

PIESCIRW AR Y, AR LR MR BURTE, EWANKETT M AT RIEA RS
RUREAR I Z 57 L RAEAT RIS T M 5, AR R a KA MALEAT N5 TR I B 2 IR AU, JE%
BRI NNYERE, B NYERE, KRS T DA BER B T R B, RS
WA 2L T RIEE AT IR MR B 77 (848, Bl e A, 0B Sgdlss, RN
flRImlE, mfRRE, B8 TANYERE, ANEEE Rt TSR BRI B

WHEas REY, F LR MARIE LSRR R % i 2R, AR eRKBRAESE T, #
AR RIS T I T 8 2 A T 22 A MR8 B I B8 1 BRI AT 1, R B A 22 A A AN AR O 4E U R
o FLUK, RN AR RS R A ] S8 A 4 26 A S 1] P B LN [ 12 2 AR TR e e SRl Al b ] . X e
T A AL B S, A AT A SRS B 1 U R R R R A, BT RE R R
TRIEAC PR AR AL o T (]38 A ALE A BB 75 152 I 3= 2 3 o 20 D D A0, PR oM aBE Sy, 2 BRI
N 2 MR RIS M AR 5% B AR G (I B, I, 2018). £R ST AN [m] AL A
AR THXH 55 S I F) SR AN RN L, R HAR R U MR R B . ARSI ST AR IE T HF 2 A
PRTEAEAR AU o ol R P ORI I T 0, A 22 A AN MO HE 248 A 5 33] FA 3] 9 50 i e i 2 2% T
FELETC I R AITIN 18], BiE 7 AR R AR MAAE AR AR AU YR, 5 RIRIETERIRT Fe 4 R — 3

4.2. REKBBIBHMIEREWRTMMFELBRMERFHIER

ZARMAR B RN R FEAERT,  1E F AIABE A DRGSR K 2 S ORRAL, AN, 1
ATy B RIRIRRRONE, AT FEAE S PR T AR A 2 A SR Sh IS B, A R s 7 MR S,
TEEANAT Yy, g5 T HERM B BT EILEIAE S, 108 TR R BB . 52aRBEs
FALE, RIS R SARR T2 e R B 2 A A 1 B s B A 155 28 AN B e (R FR PE A 4

FEARSLIRWETTH, EARNRNAR IR RRE], 28R S 58T B iR YA i [A) 2 25 TR
L AW SN IEEE T BTAT AT 8], R 22 KR S S S A 2 A UM IR A U A T T 52
MEM, SRZEFIRAR 8 B, - RAIEFRIL, BT %4 R 3T AR AR L e R
T FR ARG R AL EE, BT % 4 R s AT DU AR 2 s O L PEPP O 2 LT LA SRS 38T LA 2L
B AR A AT To0 22 ) LT FL IR G A R BE VP4 (S S50, BRI, 2019) 0 2244k A 21y mT LA 2 25 3/ A A TRl AN A 0f
QLT A [ 8T 7] LS AR AR £ RS AMA B2 81 £ 42 D #A) 5 XV A A5 28 (Cassidy et al., 2009). % 4K AN
AT DL 5 R e A R R [ R AN R RV DR AT 55 P K BB BB 46 U8 s AN b kR 3 AN B I 2
P AL SR SRAE S5 B SOSEI (B2, AL, iS5, 2016).

4.3. REWKTBIBEIMRTEEI KT EEMER A FEERILE

AW Bl RT DL IR b B R AR AR 2 A RS AMAR B AR 8 PR SR g e, et MR R ARRGE
2, FUAAMARIRRR AR 26, IR M AT AR RS A (A A0 ] A 45 260 BRI EL X £ F8 2R A [ s 2R g e
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