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Abstract

The Muller-Lyer illusion is a well-known illusion of size. This study investigated the neural me-
chanisms underlying this difference from the VBM and resting state of the brain. The results
showed that there is a significant negative correlation between Muller-Lyer effect and the gray
matter volume of the inferior occipital lobe and superior parietal lobe; the functional connectivity
of inferior occipital lobe and superior parietal lobe has a significantly positive correlation with
Muller-Lyer effect; the longer the distance between the figures and the center of the field is, the
stronger the illusion is. These results suggested that the individual differences of Muller-Lyer illu-
sion may be related to the structure and function of the cortex which is related to the level of the
resolution of visual spatial attention and visual representation.
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Muller-Lyers& 5t & —f2E LR R/NMESR, OF —ETAMHERZK R EsMuller-Lyerd 5t 744
ZHEFEER, ERXENMNMERNBEMESERE . ZAHANBESEFENELESHREAN
Muller-Lyer$s % /MEZ F AR EN G . ZR K, Muller-Lyerss BN 51T B & _ETRA KR
BIRE BER HAHR; Muller-Lyerss 5t B S _ETRH- 50T Bl 2 [RIRTheEEEA B E R IEASS; HEiE
T EEALEF O O BE BRI, A RER N B K . X4 R KR, Muller-Lyerst 5t FAM& 2 7 S50 RIE
FERMER R ENSHWMIIREE X, BRAMZEERNSHERE AR ERIERREAREE RS TR
FRl .

K
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1. 5]

PR DA AT TG B0 A 2 1 2 TG LR BRI 5 B S s P P 3R SIE B AN 5 4 AR B S W L e
Ny R B R/NVETDEAE . A R NSNS T — PR R R IR 2, X O LI RIER
R, A BT R AREI I T8 Sy o DR T A B AE DG R 9 52 BT RN B AU A R B
(Bechtel, 2013; Crick, 1995; Zeki, 2004) . Muller-Lyer %3t & —Fi 28 #iL (1) /N 5L, $8 70 25 IR AR S5 K 2k 2%
DAL 94 ity 7 Sk AR BRI AN TR, 1T 7 RS SR Sk 5 P PR 2R 2% LU B Sk B AT 26 2% B SR B R o IR AR AL i I 2 F
Franz Carl Miiller-Lyer -T- 1889 42 i1, It E4 . Muller-Lyer 85 SR b A& NMATE $2 52 Al AL FEAR 3
SR, FEXT G I R S B AR bR KNSR BB . H R AR B AN B A

KT Muller-Lyer £ 5¢ BB 7L LB IR — BT IR A DT 58 o [mUBTaT A FIRR 98, KAReT LA =35, 28
—RIEM EZLE Muller-Lyer #5 M ETEE R 50VME R, WMETRMKE. EURIIXTE LFiE. #
R RS R TR S RN B RN BRI . L, A N (TR, 1986) 7 S B /N I
RN R, RIFMME SRR, MiFSFRBKERIEL; thoh, FEERGSTHES L, *t
O I RS2t B URR, X AT R B 2 A LD 58 6 T BB A7 TE % R (Dragoi & Lockhead, 1999); & id R B4,
RKEI, BAHTFFE I B R HErf T, B B TPk A, ST R 3 10 58 TR R A (R =
AR E RO, AR AR R R R K B P B 2R R M A (RS, 2005). Bb4h, A T8
IR DL TR S RIR Ay, R I W B A AN B G A5 3 M TR R 22 7 AR WL 9 (Tudusciuc: & Nieder, 2010;
Pepperberg, Vicinay, & Cavanagh, 2008). 1X—2RMHF i 1 280 = B R EA, NIRRT RN
WHIK IR T B A ENTR 2K B 8o B SRR 17 00, SR ORIy /8, R
O IR ERIZ S UL H R A U BT ER SRS S0 (02, 1990), HET vk ERREER, MAGEA

ik
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B8 WRTEM 2 T IR R R N AERLH

B A T NN N AR S BT S AR R o A R I AnET N HE G Muller-Lyer
o B HUK(Richardson, Chan, Lee, & Teo, 1972). A ANSRVEAMAIASNTT 2O 85 50 RS I FEME , — T5T DAL
[l =R /N AR A s )3t 1032 44 ) LE BT IR VAR 78, RIS F R N, K
AR ER, BRSO 2 AR B 2, B R PR SRR 0 o B D 80 A B B S (R IR R & i 2 1R
2006), AT LAMERRR I 2 o0 IR, R I e B B B T3 SRl (AR LA SR A (A iR 7,
[T 53 1 S v Re T AR T 2otk X AT RS Rk 3-SR ZE I W Muller-Lyer #55ti, RETEAFIER e
BT, DU CRE W IR, T 53R AL A [ R ) AN ARG, RN 2 2 B RS (
KT, 2009). IXEEHFFEMSCACF ARSI A E, St Muller-Lyer #5950 HAABORKIMAZE k. (HE,
IXLERIF 5T 504 3R X S8 22 S A & B At AT 4

B = IR T )RR FH i A e AR IR Z B T RN R L], B R B2 S5 B TR A, X2
TS Muller-Lyer £ 58 1% . 8 B3R B % (magnetic resonance imaging, MRI)EZ AR, % Muller-Lyer
RS SER IR R S — SR . W70 B Muller-Lyer 4858 [ 712 B o Hh i () 4 0 75 n i 4 2
A ({32 B % % 7 B E4E FH (Plewan, Weidner, Eickhoff, & Fink, 2012). 45 & I3EH, Muller-Lyer #5517
F 5 R 7 A e BRI R A A BRI BT ARG, A EERTIAVE 25 T 45 BRAE B 0A R L, HA
DT E TR B A (A D) R AR RS D AECEAS AR, B i 280 R PR R /N 8T s i X R LA R Dy
(Weidner & Fink, 2007) . X £EAJF 52 K 214 FH AT 55745 Dh g P R 4R B & (functional magnetic resonance imaging,
MR 7772, SR ARG RS DX BOE 1 0. A — S8R SR A ERP T TMS R, R 140 F =],
T [ AT - DXCAE Muller-Lyer 5 5 T B BTy i £ €4(Zhang, Du, Wu, Wei, Zhang, & Qiu, 2013; Qiu,
Wei, Li, Yu, Wang, & Zhang, 2009; Ho, Fieser, & Fieser, 2011), XUegt LR, HE5 M AR T 5 2
ANEIG R J= 2 A A ELAR B iR 7 AAT T4 Muller-Lyer 85572 BOFL i AR

HAr AL, BT Muller-Lyer #9 AMAZE S S5 REA Y #ES KRN RMAZ W, 5T
R AT A5 5 % (voxel based morphometry, VBM)F AR TE T $64E 4 5 4T HuAifF 72 Kin &5 Mt 2] 7 B
HEBNAE o &7 i ol fis 2546 PR AT AT . B3k i, T € Sl 4 ix 20 23 s o0 AR AR, Hgs
L FIRT 8 M R4 (Ashburner & Friston, 2000). # 2 A& HEIEAE (resting-state FMRIIT 7t 152 KN 7E & EUIR
AW EKRES, THTREEANWX 2 WD REERRIL. Bk, BT oA RRE, K50 E R
K 85 W) RO ) R 2 A 22 5 R, R FU3E i Muller-Lyer 558 AR 22 5 IR AL
2. MREFHZE
2.1. #iR

S — BB SE 57 HARRAERCR A, NG RT, Hd 51 36 4, otk 21 44, F4%(20.98 £ 1.14)
%o AR B IEM T IEH, OE, ORI ST RS s SR T RENLAE S 13 AR
KREA, HoBEtte &, Ltt74, Fid(19.77 + 142)% . FiEgAM el EM A IES, L6E,
ToRE P SR AN FAR MG s BT SIS 1 P rE K 2R SR AR B L e b, BT AT T
TEFE, IR oG SRAFAH R R o
2.2. IHERERF

1T N 2 B0 K #E /8 Matlab2012a (Math Works Inc. http://www.mathworks.com) & 14 ¥ 3% T i f
Psychtoolbox (Brainard, 1997) L HA#4T. SE4&—FH Muller-Lyer £ 5 B fr, 354 i B o 2800 K
AN W L R, RIECE IR R S ANRUOTaER, BT O HIELSURSE S “+” 1000 ms, Bl RIYE
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Figure 1. The process of a trial
E 1. —MURMRIMZ2IRIE

MR H B Muller-Lyer %552 5 7% 500 ms, FIE0H 2% )5 B2 SR AR H 35 — Jeni ) ARt 2 W 4l s |
RSB K, JRE AN I RN . A R R IR R O, TR B R G 2HT
AL R TE AT 55 P A A 38 1 26 B SONRESE B, BRTE B o B -0 -1 5 48 ok B L i i
TR B i v BT o A B 5 b e ST AE VA B R PO DB el B, 8 o B T R AE Bl
IR AT SE I BT AL S80I AR i 7 B AR AT (R POy L s, RO IR, Al o IR T AN
PRt B o ) 28 B i, BRI R B B(R)8E . seatsfiliod, W I LA 0 S5 VR A
PE BSR4 N 100 1B R (WA N 3.9°), brilE EITE K E A 100 B = (ML A A 3.9%), #53E FZK BE 4 80, 90, 100,
110 5% 120 & (WA 70908 3.3°, 3.6°, 3.9°, 4.2°, 4.5°). SLI64r 9 10 ANLE, fANHPE 40 MK,
SEHG 1) N B RS (LED) SR 38, R 2 #E%e0h 1024 x 768, Fill 12 60 Hz, ARG 2 55 5F 45
#£)4 57 cm.

St — [R) BE 48 F Psychtoolbox #E47 52 31, 48 F ) Muller-Lyer 5% 5 & /5 5256 — H 7], %25 Muller-Lyer
B B AT B (R A PE B L ) 2 1 B R A B RN R /N AR R . ) R B A
PR IIAT 555 5290 — FE AR — B ME— AN R 2, S0 ) 8 19 288 B 1) LR Hh o 5w A R A P 25 7 30,
65, 100 @& P REHL IR A58 1.3°, 2.6°, 3.99). L2y 20 MHH, FAHE 60 Mk

2.3. MRI Bl{& IR UK Fdb 2

VAT T 3.0T BiAR431% (Siemens Medical, £ [E) KA MRI S5HEMEEEE . SKIGTTAEHT LA I
TR 52 W R Sk LAY D Sk Bl B B . A3 A HE £ DRECR AR 5 [R]85 %) (magnetization-prepared
rapid acquisition gradient echo, MPRAGE) 3k HUFT A #1510 HF 2 T IMALEE MG, 2 Ja X8 347 Tide
H,

fE RSt 2 8- 841 SPM8(statistical parametric-mapping software packagevs,
http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm)#¢ 52 H H1 [) DARTEL(diffeomorphic anatomical registration through ex-
ponentiated liealgebra) 40 %) 254 MRI ZHE 347 kb3 . DARTEL HA A ARIPEREL R A AR LAt
% (Ashburner, 2007). R HEE T1 S5 HMBUR SR 1) TAL K 73 N 4514 50 Fl(new  segment). B ARAR
(create template) LA % %% i) b5 14k (normalize to MNI space) 3t = 5T . FiALH 2 G SREHIEBRE T4
hrELL . RH BT R K AR, 2 JEfdF SPM8 P B 122 st el 3 (multiple regression) A 74 5 X s 4
PEBEAT @R, HATRTRRIEEFERS 0.

T 3.0T #EILHRFT1 (Siemens Medical, {8 ) RER K17 B3 MRI #5 . SCI8FFAR T LA
% PRI A B8 ] 5 A P Sk A DAYk Sk Bl s () T4 SEge i A b R B EIRISE R FRE I, A
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REE BRI S . A T2 AR R B P [ 1 BRI P BRI A R M A T AR AR, 2 Ja x5
ﬂ"ﬁﬁiﬁo
fdi FH 3£ T Matlab2014a(Math Works Inc., http://www.mathworks.com) ¥ & i %t it £ % &l % 4+
DPARSF (Data Processing Assistant for Resting-State fMRI, http://rfmri.org/DPARSF) i 45451 #1138 ) e 5 25 1
AR SR B BT T B, WA BB A AR S M A) s B[R] 2 ACHE . Sk IE 2 EbndEAl . s
T EERMEER U BN R, 2 58 REST (resting state fMRI data analysis toolkit, version1.8)
B (Song, Dong, Long, Li, Zuo, Zhu, He, Yan, & Zang, 2011)% WiAbEE & (1 i #t AT 454 5 b R B L
AN X 2 18] (4 255 14 3 B2 422 (functional connectivity) 7347 -

2.4. BHESHT

SEG— AN 5256 35K 2AFC(two alternative forced choice)fF5%, 5 I B4t 5 B 5 hr vk B b i )
LB TR R SN B N =AP IR EAER A Sigmoid B ENLA AR X E A
o B AN A BE (5 Fm e TR A BE B LU AR 2640 T R QBRI E i 28, 2 /i B OBl E &y = 05
I, F o BRI R, BI 3 ARSE i S5 HE P 1) 7 Sk PR A o 1 5 Sk BT 2 0AE 46 s AT 22
WHERUL 2, BIARER Tl P 2 85 o N &

ff I SPM8 1% st el A (multiple regression) 73 A1 772 1H 5 Muller-Lyer 45 5t 250N 555 4 ik 2% 1 [X 7K 5
EFRIAR O . P BB A iR AR,  7EZHHKT (cluster level) B4t B4R, 2R p <
0.001 HZHH R~} KT 100 AMA 2 (voxels) i X 4k, B4 Muller-Lyer 45 5 77 5 25 A < A X .

A L g X K e I i X (region of interest, ROI), i REST(resting state fMRI data analysis toolkit,
versionl.8)F% /5 1 D REEEFE /3 #T (1) ROI-wise Liifg, MM X 2 (Bl 3EAT DhRE R i . SRJ5 B BRIX L
LI Fie T 2 8 PS5 R i RS K /N AR AR G 1k o

3. R
3.1 {TASXRER

FrEAT ARG SPSS 22(SPSS Inc., EENEASTF TR & 2(a) o 1858 — kAP 10
R E LR, X SO R SRR B K B R B, Y S i s i PR K Bl s v PRI B K
BIE 7 b e PIAS FEUAH S5 s TR PR B BR DA 2 RONET S B KN e 18] 2(b) 7 1 3288 — 1) 57 444 i A
RONEE AR A A 5 B, sl i B TN 7.49% (bR 22 1.34%). it BEow, Seih—rh, i
TR 8N B IR 3 KT 0(t(56) = 42.17, p < 0.001). & 3 BoR 19250 [ 13 44 g e £ i R T BE rp ey
LA = FPAS R BE B8 N AOAS RN o SR8 rp, 0P B BRI R ey R A = AN R B S R AR i RN
AT R R E R IR T Z IR, FEE I 3208 % 3 (F(2,24) = 28.83, p < 0.001), KA =FEEE T
B LN RS S R F R TR I, =R B9 A T A RN R R 2 iﬁﬂz(ﬁﬂlﬂlﬂ t(12) = 4.99,
p<0.001; JUrAlizE: t(12) =6.85, p<0.001; FFAIZ: t(12) =2.69, p=0.020). X —&EHELH, 45000
o S PR AR B A A B 9 K 4
3.2. MRI &8

KHZ e FE 72003 G A, THEAEAS voxel FIZKFEFS Muller-Lyer 55 & AR 1,
RIAE TG R A MRE T [B1R EE K R AR S Muller-Lyer 55820 m B3 R F kS, W 4(a)fnsk

T Fr7m e RERETT 1AL T 4 5 i B A O X8 25 i XA B BR IX, SR A B Jil X ) B2 J2 2 5 A AR
B, IR PR RUE AR &, tHEHS Muller-Lyer 8550 & (ARG, 45 SRR I ET0H 2K 5 &
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R 55 5 280N B BAF 6 (r = —0.473, p < 0.001), BE N 1] 2% JF A AR 5 8 6 3 7 B 47Uk 5% (r = —0.487, p < 0.001)
(K 4(b)).

FET RIS [RIA B T0 i (X OO ER X, THE P& R A TR iER:, K5 HitEixTh Rt
FEAVES SN B A O o A5 SRRI, TR RO (] 22 18] (4 1) B 0% 4 5 Al i R0 2 [ 5 3 TEAH OR(r =
0.355, p =0.007). 14| 5 =AMk R o 205 R ) 3 e ) UL
4. +ig

Mg R o, BT BN R S e O OG, R TRS50T [B  3) B 42 5 ) 45 i
TR B o PR BE AT Ao O R R BBz, DUV 5 S8R Bl R . IX 82 RG], 7R R 3 (T8 i A2 e,
HARP—IX S TIX IR, MWL T — R DIRe LS. fEXLfxX i, £
LR AL R BT R B AR R AL (X DA B 3= 3 v G R D R (R AT X 2k

TN AR SR, BRI Muller-Lyer #5888 2 R IUH B R MAZE R, HAEEEIE S b oyE

PO A B 5 PR AN [ A 2 S M s i RN B PR R/, B A T A0 O SR I LR /N R A i 8 o A S — b R AL
= L oo. 164
§_ 100
= 80-
g§ 124
4
3 60
i
& 404 T
a8 |
£ 20 |
B 41
= I
E 0+ L 1
- 80 90 100 110 120 0
Sk LR BERIRRELR BB LB (%) 4 6 8 10
(@ (b)

Figure 2. (a) Subjective effect size; (b) Frequency distribution histogram of all subjects
2. (a) RF\EVEF AT ERTYINENET; (b) WlERHEENSRSHESE

4 34

0 L] 1 I
1.3 2.6 3.9

LB (°)

Figure 3. The effect size in different distance
E 3. BERIGIMSTEES FTHEEYNE
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Figure 4. (a) The brain area which has significant correlation with Muller-Lyer
illusion; (b) The scatter diagram of effect size and gray matter volume (The
whole brain volume has been regressed and the result was converted to z-score)
[ 4. (@) 5 Muller-Lyer $8 518X B Z8IMNX ; (b) Muller-Lyer $& 5 A9%RL
EMRAMNBX KRB SECERE2KER, A Z 5%

10
S
=
R
dm 61
Riny
4 |

0.0 05 1.0 15

BT AT _E T S R Fe 568 3

Figure 5. The scatter diagram of effect size and functional
connectivity of Muller-Lyer
5. Muller-Lyer $& 58 RIS 2 FTh RE IRV RS B

Table 1. The brain area which has significant correlation with Muller-Lyer illusion (MNI: Montreal neurologic institute)
%= 1. 5 Muller-Lyer $850M8X R ZMNX (MNI: SEFFIRINZ AT

oty £ MNI AR KR

i X REL R A B2 4y X tfE

X Y z
JeAm_E T 152 7 -18 -78 48 416
A5 AL R = 161 19 39 -705 -15 457
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e, AT Muller-Lyer 555 B b B 26 B, 3 BINIIES: js 70 1R 60 o K /N R G AT SR BN 73, 3 Ry oy
R T7 1A Al AR T A, A R A AR A R TR AR RS, R IEL B L%
(R 1,53 5 BRI R 23 B 5 R B o VR NP R )AL 5, Muller-Lyer %55 5 Delbouef [5]Co [5 55 i A7 7
L, T EIE A aG oy Il THER 22 32 B BRI 4y s m . /2 WL %E Delbouef [R]Co 5] BT, A )0 5]
(RO TE) SRR /N, AR DG s o PR P T 55 BN s 73 R A0 VR R P K, A e K . BT Ry IRTR &
R S T R D AN, ) R B R 3R (TR AR &t 15 22, 1984). A ANARTR I, JE RIS B A T ) H 2
YERL, VER BRI HN AT BEAT AR 2 1) 23 B 6 P B2 J2 R ARG R B BT, 9/ BT 00 56 1l 73 RV B o s 7 )
BA, HERBNBEZ T (Tsal, 1984). —AMEIER, K EEEL Muller-Lyer & A 48545 /N (Valerjev &
Gulan, 2013), TiHA HEEILI [ RS T DO A5 o B A B8 78 4 T AT R AE . 55— T%f 34 /N6
T Muller-Lyer #5352 ST 00 M o, S BUNFIRIZE 200 ms BATR ()48 5 5 2 2 5 T-4E 200 ms 2 B 1)
(Bruno, Knox, & Grave, 2010). BJ LAYHEI, AHXHT-Hid 2 IR0, A i) 2 I (R SR BN 20E
M. LI, EUZRIEAL TR rh SRR ET S A PR %A T, A bR Al R i v R A A R
BIEAMIE . PEEEE, ERES BRI A AE 7, O B B RS A 222 2155, HK T K
& KRS, b K.

LRSS IR, Muller-Lyer &858 2808 & 1 T00 &) 350 DX 3850 (1) 2K AR AR 2 6 35 R AE O, DUAE X
Muller-Lyer £ 5 # 2 B U RIF 7848 22 ORI L T AT 58 540728 (R AH OGS DU REAT % . TR JJFE PN EL
FHEEALI, Pk 7 BT (5 B 0E , b T00rH E 4 Ja2 v I B 4 45 v ey R A L S S B ) B0 (Kelley,
Serences, Giesbrecht, & Yantis, 2008). Hth#f 75152 1 2KMUHI45 R (Milham, Banich, Webb, Barad, Cohen,
Wszalek, & Kramer, 2001; Yantis, Schwarzbach, Serences, Carlson, Steinmetz, Pekar, & Courtney, 2002). —il
IR TMS AR B T B0 2 ) 2 BRI S0 A3, S T P 2 i D — (R B e o 00 BB )
2, PN LI5S R AR BT AR B R (LT L, 2010). axdegh RS R LI AT 8 -5 B A0 ST 1A b
= AR E R, (Walter & Dassonville, 2008; Bunge, Hazeltine, Scanlon, Rosen, & Gabrieli, 2002; Walter,
2007), P BTIE IS B R 4E R . O TR T AT AR R A OG, AT REE B T E R S
FritE B TR [EIT I, A e PR TR I A B A W A, B W8T R v e I e 8 S B 5
g & . TEER B ME, RN EIE 45 515 SRR G 8N, B AN K. X 5Z0H5T
(AT N SEE &5 A A N AR — B

Tk P DX 3 5 B DA A A5 B AL B AR, 52 ok BT = AE RIS N . Muller-Lyer
B — PO/ BT, TR B 10 B/ N AT RAE AN AR R R 1 Th e 2 — . — XTI X V1
MR FLAR H, V1 RIS Muller-Lyer 5508 FUAHDC, SALEUREE IEARDC . HIARBG I & vk 5 6 ot ]
KEB SR HF L, B LS 58 AH %) B /N(Sousa & Proulx, 2014; Fang, Boyaci, & Murray, 2008; Schwarzkopf,
Chen, & Rees, 2011). A4 SE& X R A SN P HI R DX S8 b S AN IIC SR 773, I T BRI 86 73 X
A7 AE N BT B ABUR #4122 7T (Peterhans & Von, 1989). A RFFTINA, ML 1E T B 3 o S ) S Al
YEH (Bennett & Warren, 2002; Bundesen, & Larsen, 1975). #F—20 85 BL, MIFLH-61 55 7 Muller-Lyer
P BOR A RN TR AR, BT X 480 Th e b 1) < Ik (Plewan, Weidner, Eickhoff, & Fink, 2012).
DRI, BRI B304 XIR T e 25 T 2k B AL = Muller-Lyer 55 3 BT 5 B0 CRIPI5 N 1T, HAh s
WX B TIXANERE, IR E B — PN T, B2, BufEsige LT s TMSEX, Xf
B s B g S TV A M R D Re T4, L [R1ZE [R] At bk i X I8PE Muller-Lyer %552 (11
ER] 7 HEREIER

e R BoR, BT AL R B Dh REEHE 5 Muller-Lyer £ 58 R0 & 2 2 3% IEAH5¢, MK X
I 08K 55 PR 2 AL HE B W Y Muller-Lyer 6550 80N & o O A B 70 R 3B THH 2E AR o 00 77 A v S5 AR R
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WUBE XA K B REFCHR Y, MIRLI 5 RN 0 T R A O, R To0m ) e bkt 1 B i (0 m T 7K,
FLHE TAE S AR M = s B Th e o R MIRL AT T 28 B4R 520 1 5 5 19 K /1 (Plewan,  Weidner,
Eickhoff, & Fink, 2012). #k T [a] AIERTH X $sk 41 B F) T e 388 3t 4 A 305 6 o 1) 7 A= B H B (Weidiner,
Boers, Mathiak, Dammers, & Fink, 2010). A AJIF]H TMS $ A R0 0 T Xk, 25 55 & e
W, 250N 1) 4. 3% 2 4% (Mancini, Bolognini, Bricolo, & Vallar, 2011). XA A2 F gy ETRMHIFIEE#ES 5 75
TR, TSR AR R 2N Tt AR FAEH o 57— TG T By 2% (] 2093 A KT Muller-Lyer %5 5t )2
L FEIRIF A R B, B A A T 45 vy 2 i X 52 3453403 19 A A B T AU I & it (Mattingley, Bradshaw, &
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