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Abstract

Based on the learning website for double-digit multiplication arithmetic method, this study used a
situational experiment method to examine whether a utility value intervention can affect situa-
tional interest and learning outcomes in online learning environment, and whether the interven-
tion will be stronger for students who have low expectancies for success. The results showed that
in the online learning context, the utility value intervention can improve students’ utility value,
particularly for students who have low expectancies for success. Besides, there was a main effect
of the intervention condition on triggered and maintained situational interest. Finally, the inter-
vention condition can significantly affect student’s learning satisfaction, particularly for students
who have low expectancies for success. So the utility value intervention is the key factor to im-
prove students’ online learning interest and learning satisfaction, especially for students who
have low expectancies for success.
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1. 5l

TR R R (S B AL AN 7 NI 2 ST 2 3 7 5, 48 2 ) A H 75 3 ok ik 22 11 5%
o WS JZIRET BE BIBERARN Y, Rl AT &Kl E e, SR LB
RFHITHEHREE 225 (1245, 2009). SAEGTREAMLL, W42 BARZM A, T 7 afnss
(B PRTRR ), SEER T 2R ) RIRI IR . Ak, Mg s S A B I AR, 25 SIS 53 (Udo,
Bagchi, & Kirs, 2011). fibfi16E B FEFEE T NE, B ELHS 752 1 & (8 B, FRiE, 2003).
{EL R 28 23 3] A7 72— S i) AL, B A 19 27 31 0l H 2 962D (Maki, Maki, Pattterson, & Whittaker, 2000), % >]
2R A URIE (Xu & Jaggars, 2013), B2 &= A T (Doherty, 2006)4% . PRI NI4T 45 i 9 28 27 =) BRI R 2
AR IR S R 2 SRR RABAFE T AT TR AR 1) — A [

2. )R

MBS FR M TR Z IS S . IR ECEE 48 SRS O B0 ) (Hidi & Renninger, 2006; kA<t
2000). PSERANIE SRR % ST R IE SR 45 NG R S AR . W AU SRS 1 BRI A A
M, AMAENEAENFRE, BN S) Z ANE SR A IR (Krapp, 2002). RN BB M B &) 1 i A F0 25 1),
FIT CAASHIF 5 32 BRG] it o3 D09 4% 25 o o 22 2R (B B R . b A, 25 ) RMOR R 2 2] B ST IRAS I Ak
P, 22 ) R0 B VA — M3 2 o) BRGNS BE AN AR (452, 2=, AlRESE, 2012). 1 H,
TR BRI B 2 A AR R AL A PSR BRI S R IAE 1) XUKE (Jacobs et al., 2002). AR &5t AR i
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fh) T BBz AT 55 e 4 38 22 47 1 32 I PE A% (Eccles et al., 1983; 22378, 2003). {RIIE2AA N NEC
AER IR, HARRR A 58 By 2155 MmN B 52, ARG B CRESIREF 1)
SERLE SIAESs, AT 2 SIS TR i, R I 4 (Eccles et al., 1983). FTLA, %525 ]35S
AT i A 2] (R 2 S R K SO, TR B AR B A ) 2 ST DGR B SR O 4
IR RO 2 —

R TCE DN S A R I AR BAME 5 R SRR 2 AR 2 S R 5 2 S R R — Rl oG 3407
% (Hidi & Harackiewicz, 2000). 4R BLAT RGBT, AR5 ) B E it R, SEBMRHERA
B2 p 2, HEMER RIS R R (Hidi & Harackiewicz, 2000). HRIEHIE-MEILE, MAMEZIEMME
TR BT 55 1) 52 F I BB AT 25 AR 5 5 e AT 55 B N AR TS I 5% AH 5G (Eccles et al., 1983). RHMELE
NP E BRSNS R, AR E AR AR I (Eccles et al., 1983), EE W R EGIRE S L T2
FAMME R AT T T, A T5E e S50 UF B B 45 i i BT 27 P 25000 H o A i 1) i R M B Bl 25 2E E Bl i
WRETE WA SEFEIAER, BIReiemSP A RRHME G o, k%€, 2008; Hulleman et al., 2010). 2L
FAMEAE WX 28 5 ST b B HAA W] 9, R B T T Re 75 52 i P 45 27 = v 2 A 1) 2 S0 Xl R 2 2]
RO T B — DR

MR PSR A F DU B BB, S8 FH BN T 2R IK) % R G A B 22 (Hidi & Renninger, 2006) . il & J& VY
B B RIA R, DGR 1) R R R FRWUR TS SIS B . ERP VRS GBI B B AN R BOR R
5E IR DGERBY B o X&) R 2 S R IR R e, R IS B AN B R SUREMS (R A R UK
PEAE S5 680 (F 75 20 1 S B RFAE BT O I S5 60 [ 4 RE MR B N (R S s sh = ) K, tHRE(R
HEANAS H 175888 D4 1) A R % i (Hidi & Renninger, 2006) . BIF 41 2% W I £ 2% =] vh sk B W48 A 2 2 T 2
AR gk S R (Joo, Lim, & Kim, 2013). PRI 2 27 A B3 X 2 2 =) B AL IS, A AT s % R mT R
EEE . BhAh, RHMMER AR LRI R R R EE . W - IMEERN, SRR F]
EWMMERS, SR AR S hE, RS R PR BL(Eccles et al., 1983), M4%2E 2] Hhik
PR S 52 00 2225 1 2 ) BES(Joo, Lim, & Kim, 2013) 12 313 % ¥ (Liu, Li, & Carlsson, 2010).

ZE TR, WS S AR R RIANE T 5 3 D080 e b R B AT R . (H B BT 7T AR A R
265 IR R RAME 5 20 2 I BRI KR R, FERGEEF MM ME S MBI A IBER MK R, HE
AL RIS, RIE B O A AR TR 5, AR AR S AR R, FEA
AE 10 A AR B B R DR SR DG R o DAL I I % 2 = i 2 A ORI L PR v R 7 A ASHAAT T ) 2 20 D8R 2 2 b R A
BEREAMR TSRS A, S TIRHIEE A 2 5] X Al R 22, A0 ar 38 i Al A7 T 1 9 4%
5 I DGR e o 2) U B RAZAS B ST

DA L AT 540K A B S B0 BRI LR = AN I 1) RO (BT T AE 75 i v X 48 25 > 22 2R 1 30
Wil JCHRACHHE AR ME: 2) FHMME TR S 52w 28 25 o] R 22 AR (S B R, J0H R AIK
WA (S B DGR 3) RUH N T TRE 75 $2 1 X 4 254 ST R 2 [ 28 STR8UR, BRI 2 A 1 24 5
B e AT TURE R4 i I 8 25 0 v I e 4 v 25 A 19 2 2] R % 5 2 RO AR AL SR 2 i

3. Wi37E
3.1. ik

BENLE RS R 22 AR R Ll 2 A, JRR ol L 3 B 2RO O E T T sz hi 4L, A ik 180 A,
RIS S KRy, KA1 27% A E 27%Mg0A 7 s . RITER AL, 3t 110 A(EE 0 gl 215
3, WERIS N T A RGN 54%), A5 39 N, 71 N BHREARER L 1o Blner
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Table 1. Participants of each group

=1 FEBRAK

fiIAzELA R 4L IEUN /s
AN ETFA 31 23 54
HAM BRI 26 30 56
ISP 57 53 110

PIERE N 20.27 % (SD = 2.54); MM A AL FE(F(1,106) = 0.213, p > 0.05). H#iE(F(1,106) = 0.12, p > 0.05)
K HAZ HAFF(F(1,106) = 0.38, p > 0.05)7E M7 EHI TR ZE#E R,

3.2. SEREI

W 2 (ORI ETPEdzs) x 2 (R K ol seia it RARE N ME. #oRtk
TEEEGH, ZERFVERE BEGR 22 S1i R AL O SIS . R R AR, SERTFIiRE S, ).
TIF FC IR X1 2% 25 ) 52 I T P A Aafeis o B3 9 1 L ST EAT IO R 2 30, 5 S Wt B 45 22 ST 4R R
FRUEES L PRI A SRR

33. FIAMBPEMRIRA

Z: 8 Hulleman %5 A (2010)fIB T, KA “PALBOERIER W ETIE” ARSI 2 ML, 5204
BHEEAR N ZBARYE GRS MR 5 RERM A0 HE) (Benjamin & Shermer, 2006)%w5 . F
FH ASP (Active Server Page) K ft (il 17, 254, 4= )b, 2004)HIAEH A B O 552 1 3 S Wk . %3]
W LA AR JUAMSER 22 ST AR F A R BRI AR Wl B AN, BRI N % 2] BAR(ER).
HCIHIRAR A R S okl A S AR I B 0 R R A AR O S T VR R R, R R )
SERUGIZR T E o PGSR IROE IR AHMERER . BB E R I N 4% 25 Sl = W A
a5 SR E R 3] G5 R O AR S B Benjamin 25 A (2006) (T N 2, B8k 40 R, REUIH E BTG
pilIe

K F Hulleman %5 A (2010) (28R BT BN I 1 S AEAE %% o OB T BTSN : 16 10 208t
(PN, FH PR BT 0 X 28 25 =) B A e O SR VR SR AR 2 o) L ARTR BIBRAR, A mT DA R X 25 2 5]
PeF X S S AATE IR B, e AEIZ. B, SRR TR, 2. EHATS
N AE 10 SRR TRI Y, R PR BOE R PR B PO SR B A . AAaE SRR SIEOG, AIAE R A
s

K H Harackiewicz %5 A\ (2008) [ (Sl ARAI MY , Jo O3S A 50 A0 n) 25 80 3R e 50,
WRIGVEA 29 AR N0 B2 TR TR IE, S g 48 N A (CL T & 4 & SRS
F IR UL AR EAT R IE) . ZIGL 6 NIUH, W “OXRFREE — KBS BRI O E IR, R T S
. JFEERI TR B a RECN 0.90, HFFEHN 0.73. KA Hulleman 25 A (2010)/) (RIEAM4ER A4
BFE 7 ATHE, RA 7 st R ERN D o 2% 0.83, #T5TH 4 0.94. K A Hulleman 25 A (2010)
) GHEREY , L3ANTH, KA 7 sibsr: EERNTRE D o 805 0.74, HH58H8 0.75.

f&1T Hulleman 71 Harackiewicz (2009)f) (FHMMERER) , L7 ATH, KA 7 ity HEEERR
TEfE A o RECN 0.82, AWFFE N 0.89. 51T Harackiewicz 25 A (2008) ) ik It 148 M40 i) ) F1 (4
FRPEIEEEGEB M) , AR5 ADNIH, KM 7 sibsrs RERN LR o 205728 0.91 A1 0.95,
WEFEr 2309 0.91 1 0.89. E1T Sun %5 A (2008) (M2 IR &) , L 9ATH, KM 7 st
gy JRERN ML o 2808 0.93, BFTHH 091,
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3.4. SEWIEFF

S TTUA AT ER IR T N 5 BORM (M . Fle . Bk, I 58 it B AN R nl 5 A AR MR ) 45 . S
BT b e is ol g i i, PO B SC IR R 7 B P A BORIE O HONEM B T 2 2] . kA
15 73 A IR I £ 27 3] Fi5 P A 2 ST R AT 5 30, 22 STl R b i mT DA oy 22 R ST R BE AN 22 ST o
ZJEHEAT 5 BN O RS, RGN RIEREKRENLEZ 10 70 B AR AN (8 T PEdE i 0 5 1
f£5% . SRS ARG HORE PG R B BRHGIEAT 5 208 O S BRGSO B R 8 . BOR PR
BRI A . AERF PG B ] A 2% 22 S R ) o

35. itk
iz F SPSS19.0 AT H4f 4347 -
4. KIGHER
4.1 BETERMIRGT REXSH

AW TCE S AR T YK itz DL R R AR RE (1 BRI R EAT o, BER IR 2. SRR
B, HaKISERTATRAR AU, BMEION 3.14, FIGMEAL T a0, MEN 4.73. HZeRTRIRE S
ANYIAE 4B SERBOR P ARG, P LAASHIE FU 20 2 BEAT H), — /KPR IR R AW FE T R 1 o
BEAh, Bl KT BOUOME S B PEANGE S RIS 8 M S 2 S e FE O MR R T 5, i T
B, MRAHTRY, SeRTRIREE SHIEHR WO MGG R 25 1B 5, A4 M5 0 5000 UK
G LG, WIAEER. S ONOME . BORMERSEGE SRR I S 25 S0 R B P 2 )
BFIEMR.

4.2. FAMETHANARMEREXNREMEKEFENT T

DTS5 5P A B TIOR8 AT 55 R R, 13 P 44 e B PP 2 38 (O T AT 9 L IR RN S0 1)
SRR S VE N BT VRE . VP AHEI IR 7 — R VT S AE P2 2 14 B X 2 27 2] P A Bofei s 0 B
THERBHMEL ARFEE, 0RET), R E/EN B FIZE 0 2% 5 2 P AL R O B IR R A R
BRI TN PR30 3% 110 A7 S 4E N B ST AL vP e, 1E & — B REE R B
RRAME T AR 0.98, FEGI TS EIES] 0.94, LidiHe, WAVESEH B 8. £ “RER
B O EBANE” 1obr b, ROHNET TR SHECH 54, 153 100%:; =4S %08 3, X 5.4%.
TE “HIERE) 7B H8bR L, RO AME T PRI T2 %00y 5.35 (SD = 2.47), #5240 10°F-¥% 0.05 (SD =
0.23). PV E RIS & B AR AL G, BB AN FE AR I T 548 & B — N B 10 i b BIU 22 21 (19 20H (8
(Hulleman et al., 2010), M =0.00, SD =0.96. BEATHSIAEA T #8562 22 R0 H A (B AL B WSR2 8-
R 25 R RN, T a0 82 31 ) 24 41 8. (0.93 + 0.39) %k 3 i T~ 4% 1l 49 1:0(—0.90 + 0.00),
t(108) = 35.53, p <0.001, Cohen’sd =6.70. X ilF B FH M BT FUESS SRS ME N A R 2 . 558
RN AL BE T 280F A 4B (FH AN ] A3 s, s RN T T2 I 3% R 40 {E.(5.46 + 0.84)
3 T HI4H(5.05 + 1.08) BT 8, t(108) = 2.19, p <0.05, Cohen’sd=0.42. LA LWF5ss BEH,
W 8% 25 2] AN E T PR % 2 2 B B i RO AN B, AR T 0 TG F T2 27 I 3 .

DAATUE DE0RN Sl BT R R P A5 B (2 A0 U D4 S BT 1R , 38 F B 7 22 90 2% 38 R AR (1 A B RN 38
SE KT X6 2850FE AL (R R A (L ) 5 A ) BRI B S5 AL T I BORIbRUE 22, e 3 FTom . S5 SRR B, XU
M e AL HE(F(1,104) = 8.96, p< 0.01, 7, =0.079). WIZ/KF(F(1,104) =21.07,p<0.001, 5, =0.168)(EXL
FHE ER)F 28 2, BRI E T TR R E 3 s T4 w0 E B 2 2R
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Table 2. Zero-order correlations and descriptive statistics for major variables

*® 2. BLENBEXS T RERESRT

A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 iR —
2 WU % 0.41™ —
3 0.16 0.22 —
4 AN E 0.09 0.23" 0.43™ —
5 WOR TR 1 % i 0.20 0.27" 051" 0.66™ —
6 LR PE TR 1 0.24" 0.30" 0.56™ 0.81" 0.82" —
7R 0.15 0.23™ 051" 0.69™ 0.71" 0.76™ —
8 L FA B St -0.04 0.23" 0.01 0.05 0.09 0.04 0.10 —
M 3.14 473 5.00 5.25 5.39 5.20 5.22 19.03
SD 0.75 1.51 1.09 0.99 1.07 1.08 0.92 4.15

¥: 'p<0.05, "p<0.01,

Table 3. Means and standard deviations of all variables for the four experimental groups

F 3 AEHESZHT, IRAMETTMEFIEAAESRTENTHEMREES

fron EEIE

B B ] A ET TR A E 1 HAMETT

(n=26) (n=31) (n=30) (n=23)

M SD M SD M SD M SD
MANE 4.40 0.79 5.27 0.90 5.62 0.97 5.70 0.70
WOR MR 5 4.65 1.24 5.28 0.94 5.72 0.97 5.93 0.60
YERFIEE R 4.41 0.99 5.05 1.00 5.59 1.08 5.80 0.61
BN 450 0.92 5.17 0.97 5.60 0.77 5.60 0.49
Wl si 18.41 417 19.34 4.96 18.69 3.28 19.76 4,07

O e 2 o TARH B AL R . RO B A B 5 3 B S A 38 (UL 1), F(L,104) = 6.75, p <
0.05, 75 =0.061, AU (AL HE XS e (U1 B AL IR RN (AT AN R (KOS EAT (4 S22 20T, 4 )
X AR AR SO B A AR R OB LR . B AR ROTN (BT L 4R e R 1 28
W AN E (F(1,106) = 1256, p<0.01, n; =0.118), % m B A TE B .

4.3. WAMET XA RHEZE FENEIRNE

DABIAE M8 5 HT AU S50 R 3 o AR B (RS T AR MR . SR AT AR MR R, 18 P 07 22 404
B RME AL S MBSO . S AR EAARHE R, W5k 3 Fn. R E AL FE B 3%
SRR PERS 158 0 (F(1,104) = 5.00, p<0.05, 75 =0.046). 4ERFMEESENGER(F(1,104) =5.28, p <0.05,
niﬂm%)%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂw%+mmﬂ%%TrRA@6W+Mmﬁ%;?#

i 2 IR IOR M B 4R (5,23 + 1.21) K AEFFMENE B 24(5.04 £ 1.19), 1M H M AKSF7EHUR M1 15 %
(F(1,104) =17.47, p<0.001, 7, =0.144), 4ERFHENRS S ER(F(1,104) = 23.76, p<0.001, 7, =0.186) L
(0 0N 2, B v TR A R R R MR 5 M 5 R 1 155 1 MR 1 3 i T A A il it
TSI S YERFIE BB . HORHMME AL S B AE HOR PEIS BN B (F(1,104) = 2.36, p = 0.13, 7, =
0.022) AL HAR AR, (HIE4ERFERSEGR(F(L,104) = 3.10, 7, =0.08, 7, = 0.029)/3 HAEHL

1098
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R E LK 2), R AL EE w3 2 AL R A5 VE R 68 AN [RI R o fi] 280N e — 20 e B
BB T 25 5 R AR 1 2 45 e 17 55 ) (F(1,106) = 4.95, p<0.05, 75 =0.04), Tl
BTE R E LM . Z8 LR, MOMME T FUR 48 Mk B MR S A R MRS S %, LRI 2 e
BRI AERF IR S5 68

4.4. RMET A ARMEFREF I ROFNT

EEHIBIAE D8 ST ARG AN, 18 F P77 22 0 W28 SR AR M (B AL B -5 0 EE 0 2 > R I R
FARFBOIRRHEZE, W13 3 Fn. EOHENRS E, SAAHMELRE ., HE R HAERSIANEE.
E5 S5 L, ORI AL FE(F(1,104) = 4.30, p < 0.05, 75 = 0.040) S 1% (F(1,104) = 19.85, p < 0.001,
ny = 0.160) /RN R, BIACH BT TILEL 10 5% ST R 3 2 35 v T 4L 2 S R, AL
5 ST B R TR R S D e B s A A B S IR A AR 2 (LK 3), F(1,104) =
6.08, p <0.05, 7, =0.055, RIZFIH i AbF e 6 TR AL ) 2 STV R LA AN RIS 0 B0 537
RE— BRI SN B 0L 4 o 1 0T 2 1) 2% 3 38 ¥ (F(1,106) = 7.65, p <0.01, 75 =0.072),
T 0] e BA B A R 27 S R R AN R

6 -

5 4

4
o R B )
S 3
jg AR EF T3
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R e

Figure 1. Interaction effect of utility value intervention and expectancy of success on
utility value
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Figure 2. Interaction effect of utility value intervention and expectancy of success on
maintained situational interest
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Figure 3. Interaction effect of utility value intervention and expectancy of
success on learning satisfaction
B3 YANMBELESHEEFIHEE LNRXEER
5. #ig

BIF 58 R B 28 27 > v 3% R AR (B TRE SR a2 AR SO B, 5 7R AR Goilf 2 (1 T TR — #(Hulleman
& Harackiewicz, 2009). XiER] 7 R MME T HUELE M 28 22 5] R I aT AT M. tbAh, W58 R AR OB T T
AR AR 2 AR R RN, TGS v TR 2 A R R 3 . Eccles 25 A\ (1983) YN M R &5
FREEMIEA DGR R /MEMME B QR MU X DUE I, I 2IENNME: MR RILE S A
M ERE, A3 IESNHRN, B T B S X BUE S L. H TR BRI B S A Bk
SR B2 A 25 A E (Jacobs et al., 2002). BRI AHANME T itk ii i sl A 0 AT 2 AR S AR VR AHER R,
AR R 2 A R A R L1 B B P8 o T e R 22 A ORI E AR B gt AR =7, i DAASOR A 8 Tk
HAEMHARE .

[ B, A 5T 308 I S BRFAIE S5 0 2% 2 2] rh R A T TR S 2 4 v 2 AR R ROR T S 4R P 5,
IHIE T Hidi A1 Renninger (2006)372 H1 M8 % fee DU i B AL v (0 BT 7 AN B B o Ml fee DU B B B 1 A DA ox
TE BB AR SN A2 1 M R e I DB B 3%, MR I R R MR T3 20 P AR B0 B A £ AR I 26 55 (Hidi &
Renninger, 2006). A 25 A4 AN 22 S AR, A4k 82 ) IR 2 iR . thah, SR R1E
BT DAERE, R MAM S S5IES A BNE SN E, M2 BB B ] MA DS EREY
Bro AMRIGEAE Jy— AR FRE IO BRG], X2 AR S PR IR IR PR B A B R R o BRI 7 )X
— RN R 28 2 5] AT B ey 2 AR R 2 ) MR A T LR 5 T BRI AN T SRR B /K P A 17 B
Mol B HAEIE G R L AR E S E RIS R, HHARE ) 432 0.022 #10.029, HA /N
4N (Cohen, 1973). X RN E T F06 F TR A I 5 5 X B AATE AN R P e o (IR B 25 AR T
15 27 >0 00 B AT 100 XU 1T v 0T B 2 A 2 ) MR LU v, T CARIORI AN T B 8 e I B0 B 2 A [ 1
B, USRI I N, DA R Ge T Dhak. thAh, BUAHIF AN B SR T OGRS A ET P A
B, A Ja B S 0 AT DLAIE I O )38 R — 20 SR AR B R ) MR DS ER IR R JE

B, TR I B T Pl RE 2 S e 2 A B A SRR, U R A IR E .
MBI E S 54 DU R EARAERES, MR WA RGBT S NIRRT, e
R RS AEHMME TR T, B3 T3 E, Bk )W e s s,
T v BB 2 A A B i e RN B 5 ST NS AL, 5 200 B AP s, DRGSR O T Tl AR F A 2
F o WFFCH R RN ET P O FE R RS R E . ] BE 5 R SR T TR T pLT
BNHLT- TN 5 > BUGTISEBEAE 2 0T TS A B R HEAE F R MIN 2 . Wt 70 2 B T X 28 & % ST 1 igE AT
MG BE SRS, UHAT T —IRTTL, SR B8 R ILRHANME T F0 2 2] ST AR IRSUR . Ak, O BEHE T
RIS H B 2 I TR 3] o A 5 AR DG 70 T DUB B — T IRAE, 76— N2 AN 2 IR T T
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ROHUME, DU 38 R O (X 27 S ORI R4 o

AT, 2% 2] v B0 a] DL I R (T 7 S o A 0 2 SO Dl e 2 2 R R . 3
WRIEFN B2 ST OME RS, A SE T BRI 22 ) h &, IR o RIFRIL. XM 2 A 2%
SIS SRR B THERE 5 AT, ATUMEB R RIEE ], 815 REUIESEAEH . Beah,
HH AR B 2 A T W 2% ) MR A 2 R BN R RS, R T ORI B 2 A O 2%, SR
P LA S DAV R I . 8 T A AR BB 2 SIS LA B AR I, JE T A PR )
MA(RAT S, S, 2011), HBUTAT ARG BBk ER 7 SIAbRE, DU Bk E 2R e — B R e
(Renninger, Bachrach, & Posey, 2008).

AWETAAEL T AL B, WHRAUE A BORE O RINEE M2 AR, AR T
AR FH AN [ 27 31 A AGL 361 I 2% 2 ) AR S8R A 000 M A e K = ST RCR s min s L, WS iy kA
2554 S SLIR IS AN RE S8 ML SERI 48 22 ST 3N Beda, WFTR QI 1 RSB iR, AReAUaRT™
ZHIMER ). i, BT AT RIRR, WA RE S HE T B iz KM 2% 22 ) N LA fr itk —
LZ/3R

6. &it
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