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Abstract

Objective: To explore the characteristics of attention inhibition ability in individuals with different
degrees of depression. Method: A total of 77 subjects were involved. They were assessed twice by
Beck Depression Inventory (BDI), Self-rating Depression Scale (SDS), Hamilton Depression Rating
scale (HAMD) with intervals of two weeks. All of them were divided into three groups, including
normal group, depressive symptoms group and depression group. The attention inhibition of ex-
ecutive function was measured in Stroop Color-Word Test and Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST).
The data were analyzed by SPSS18.0 in t-test and ANOVA. Results: 1) In Stroop Color-Word Test,
depression group showed the highest error rate among 3 groups (t = 2.17, P = 0.038), and in this
group subliminal error rate was higher than suprathreshold error rate. 2) In Stroop Color-Word
Test, there were significant differences among the 3 groups on the reaction time both in sublimin-
al and suprathreshold (P < 0.05), and with the aggravation of depressive state, reaction time be-
came longer. In depression group, subliminal reaction time was shorter than suprathreshold reac-
tion time. 3) In Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST), the depression group shows the worst per-
formance (P < 0.05) among 3 groups and there was no significant difference between the other
two groups (P > 0.05). On Non-persistence errors (NRPE) of WCST, both depressive symptoms
group and depression group got the higher scores. Conclusion: The severity of depressive state is
inversely proportional to the attention inhibition ability.
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H #: IR F AR BRI BI04 88 7 8% &S . J5 3 B FH BeckdAR 5 PRE R AR B iR E £ (SDS)-
TN B 25 RS R BT AT B IR IUTE, WEEREAPE, R&MiEH7724/46 (EHEXTR
. FERAER AL A HIARE B ) = AN EHARE ISR, R A Stroop BiA TIRIIR . BETRE £ H 9K
W, BoE A SPSS18.0 KA HATUR A T Z 447, E8: 1) ZEStroopa TR RS REH M, AP
ERFHR L. R THEREEER TIEEXNBANMAERLA(t=2.17, P = 0.038), HiZAR THERE
ETREERR. 2) EStroopiml TIMNA KB AH, ZHEAR L. R TRENFEIEZEEREP <
0.05), HFEEMAREERME, RN EEELK; HPMAESEHR LR T R TR, 3) 7
B R E R NERF, MACE BEH RS E E KT EE X BARMMAERA P < 0.05), HAA %R
ZRAEZEP > 0.05). WRFIERFEEERX TR, ERAMEZHAEEDHRBEIEEE(=24), A
BHEHEMEBHE, RALTIRROBD)SHAMEHRERNHRARE. £ MEZHHIRIBRK
5 EEEERE.

XA
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1. 53|

AT Th e (executive function) 2 H5- MAFE S H AT NI A H ABhEs . Rig 77 N H 2 AN A5 1
RGE NI AN AR (Funahashi, 2001). — BN, $ATDREAHE AN LR B r K2 JEEHH]. T
PEICAZ Rl dhE Mz (A IDE bk, 2004) o R A i — AN EZ7 1, ALE T S A A B Ak
R, R IET TAHKRE BRI TR gERad 2, LR TS BRI . BN sr2EExTT
AR 5 AT ThREFERS 5% & (Alekseev & Rupchev, 2013; Paelecke-Habermann, Pohl, & Leplow, 2005). A
JEPAT THRERIZR A (it 655, 2010 JRIESE, 2006 #RHE. [R5 75, 2008)%3HT T K& MAFFL, IESLT
HIAR 83 AEAE A [RIFE BE (WA G PAT DB R A5, AR I T A 5 34T Th BE 1+ B o T AE 1212 (Gohier et al.,
2009; Harvey et al., 2004). ¥EFE ¥ (Koster, De Lissnyder, Derakshan, & De Raedt, 2011; Koster, De Liss-
nyder, & De Raedt, 2013). ¥ #2455 I {) F& 85 4 35 (Donaldson, Lam, & Mathews, 2007; 75 . {T.J1i% , 2006),
SRTIO HIAR 5 AT D e (R A B W T8, e R AN RV RE FE A A v B 4o R 0 R R U ok
WARTE o VERANHZ A INFIIN T RAT =R GBI, Al B AT DhRe A i A R T 1 v B 2% A«
DRI, AH Fiis FH Stroop €3] P 46 A1 g i B A2 R P 23 S0 58 6k A [R) F AR FEE AR TAT D) e 13 = 4
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il BE /32EAT K, Ferb Stroop Cuia T4 IN 5634 7075 A BRI L 2 3 (v T B BRARL A s 2 BE) AR 2B T
] BRARL (R R 2 B P 5 T 2EAT S DU B Tt — 2B IR AR RIS T D i R i 14 -0 ZEAT LA o

2. MEERF*®
2.1 MRE55%54E

1 F Beck #1A & 75 3% (Beck Depression Inventory, BDI). H iTF-HI il &2 (Self-Rating Depression Scale,
SDS). W #4114l & % (Hamilton Depression Rating Scale, HAMD) (£ i1 4<%%, 1999) % B 4iE 5% (i # iak G it
PR el 5 W 4t DA S A BR B AR S 8 A9) AT R S 2 4k, BRI RE A 2 O3RN, dfiik 77 BIVE A
IR IR (S5 1 34 B, Lotk 43 ), Fild <35, FEREEANRZF(SERL)BLL b B # i A 7id 12
G IR B A R R INHARHED N IEE X I FIARAERZH . HIARE B 4 . 3 A AEME AR ie
FER TG R X

1) IEHX A, 3£ 30 4(% 15 N, & 15 N). Adbrifk: OBDI#349r <4 45, H SDS 34> <49 47
@TCA BTN S, TCIAR A AE S AR OB 2. @A MRIR L THEA 2 @=4 2 AN
RIRF IEAEATRS 2P S VB2 @i 2 AN EE. 18MEYy, eI, RAE. KPS ©
TS R s @O IIEE, WOSREM Ry, WAHEE, YWALHTF, BHEADGE.

2) MAREERA . 3L 30 4 (5 13 N, L0 17 N). ANsifE: OBDI 44 > 14 4y, H SDS 44 > 50
I7s @AIA B EDRS B RS 70 25 512 Wik o 25 = i (CCMD-3)ARIE 2 Wrbn i s AR [R) IEH X RRAH N
EQ~D.

3) MR A, 317 A (F 6 N, Lo 11 N)s ANdArdk: OBDI 134> >14 43, SDS 134) >50 47,
DU WIS R (HAMD)PFSr > 20 43 @FF& 1 RS 5 6G 73 25 512 Wik 55 = Wit (CCMD-3)#HAE 1)
ClibriE; HRFEIEFEBANARAEC~D. 3 HARRbRAE: OFARE R Oy FF B IR
ML QM RGNS« I AM77 B0 I8 0 B

22 fHETR

Beck 14 [ $F- & % (Beck Depression Inventory, BDI). iZ & #ILH 21 Mk H, BN A 4 Faffitik
PSR, MIERE EIZT00 40) BEE(L 4r) (2 0 FEFES /)N KT 5, B4 1E 0~63 48 [Al.
5 T LT S W IR 20 Sk (AVPEREs (B)AEAL; (C)RIGE; (D)iimti&s ks (E) B SRR (BN IKK);
(F)ZENE; (G)HIARHE; (H)AETH: ()EAEM: )2 Ri; (K)SEE: (LDESB%; (MEEA
P (NG ER: (O) LAEMAE: (P)REMRFENG: (QEZI&K: (RYBMRLK: (SRERE: (T)FH&: (U)
PN, BDI R ED < 4 50 NEME SRR 5~13 2 AR AL 14~20 40 AR EEAAR; >21 oA
AL

AR [ P15 2 (Self-rating Depression Scale, SDS), JR %2 Zung #IA &2 . Willian.W.K. Zung T 1965
), P T PP AL FIAICIRAS 105 SR B S AR VR YT T AR AL 1 B R R 20 ANBRIR A FIAE R 1) R 4% H 4.
=2 ST —ANE IR 20 N5k H RBP4 R iR 1) RE#pE - 1E IR 2) 4K
PRPERERS; 3) AEHE3IER; 4) MBI OIS . B2 HIE 1~4 2Py, RIBEEEZIREB
(RIS TR A0 Pt LN TEBR AR ZR), B 2(F ), Bk 3(Z&4), Bk 402 atk). Kb 10 NMEH 2 XA
WEsr = AR5 x 1.25, RAMRARAE TR, S TE 25~100 43l B4y <49 43 NCHAR, 50~59 4y
N EEFIAR, 60~69 43y FEHIAR, >70 43 = FEHIAR

P HANAR B 2% (Hamilton Depression Rating Scale, HAMD), NftiFiAR &%, 3L 24 McH. 2K
0~4 ZiivF4r, #ATUH KM 0~2 vrsr, s/ 8 7 ATHAR, il 20 43 ] RE N BUh EEHIAR, 8
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ik 35 43 AT e EANAR .

AT, A E R RS 2> 2R 5 12 Wik dE 28 —hi(China Diagnostic Criteria of Mental Disorder-3,
CCMD-3) 5K T HIHBIE (1912 W b v 1 S i A2 HH 5F = %2 [ K58 — B @ B2 e O B AR FLp I BEA% 1) & 0@ i 45
FAVE DT IRIE— %5

23. MIRESKEF

2.3.1. Stroop &iFFHMR

Stroop %M. H1 3% E O FEA2 5K John Riddly Stroop - 1935 &I, T S b — AN BT N AN [R] 4
RAEMBE TR (Y255, 2007). ZRANFER T Z AT RZ L8, AR e 4k oy
284 Stroop Y3, B dr & 1 () EERT, 15 B AR (&) BT 5 B AR 15 SCZ =R TP ER,
ST BRELERF AR A AT S5 B bR, I O A T4 B 7 T 1 g

E-prime F2 /7 1 B F il 1) S BRSSP B 35 3R IR0 3 o 1 T HSREPLBR o 17 1 o o
BEF HER N 1024 x 768 183, SofE. STLEREOELAG —WE ., SUFHRNRE, 7KK 54
S, WORTERR R, SEIOEE 1B REURBUN <47, B3 MARBGE. 4. )4, RGN
3000 ms, ERRPUIEMELHEOARR, LR BIE(RTA): 28 2 0 2R FBETIEE, ER 208
BB “CBEREEG” TN At 17 8, G0 <27 8, KAk <37 B 2R AR
VB 7E B e b S I — s I 1) (R 2 B 2000 ms, R RSB 14 ms), BEE B, HBb
A o S S B A R I ) LB R Ze AT R ST (12 A trail, AIPEMAEE, Fl1ER), FHEaHEM
HARLIAT S )G, FFAAIE SR (MR e s i, FIRATE). ESLR IS 2 4 block, 1 4™ block
F55 24 A trail. 5K 1A block A — k815, kAT IR ERE . Rl E 3c s i ks A S
IR TR B IEIR-5 15 J N2 I ] o 158 9025 2B DA (et B 2 B - TG B2 ) R 5 2 %6 (Error Rate,
ER); FIT A 15 fff 8 25 8 288 ) ) 22 ~F #4941 BRIV A Js B2 B (Reaction Time, RT)o B S BUAN R N 2305015

2.3.2. BETRE £ 920K

JET R R R 3 S (WCST) s — M B fm) f 28 I E T3, B 56 Berg(1948) FH T I 1E % A 3 &
BYERE J1, T RIVER NEUR 2 1 R 68 S BUBCHIAS I AG JC A J 3 i 1 5 e 2 RN 2 —, LI
FERTEI T AU AR B BUR . BTN Y RARE CE ST 25 ML TARICIZ AR R 1
Re /1, EEA THATThRERIMR .

AR BT AT, MARIETH RN B SE R, 3 128 sk RSR raRgi (4, |, . &%) F
WEME. 56 B, T E)MEBEEN. 2. 3. DRSS . 5200057 2 . IR,
Bt HE. AR, BUEAR T o BRI A R 0 J 0 5 b ik, R g — iR ik
AR . Fm 2R SE. 45k FQ N EEm. 20806 HME . 3T 440
W) R 128 SKAFT MR BR e 1 BRGNP SR 308, AR5 ZOR BRI X 4 skl
FRE 128 TR RBR T K. BIRIEREE, SATRHER R BRI B I EBUR AR . B TE R 6
ANGr BN 128 5K ZF R 5E B G R B B4

AW FUAE R IE S 0 12 TR bR: 1) SMER: N 128 SR 5EmK 6 N KT IR & 4L,
IEHE N 60~128, AIHE/NIAENTNRE . 2) SEor A M 45 R )5 AT e UK 20 288G TRzl anThig, H
KRR E IR R BNA R KNS AR, EHE >4, 3) EMNEH: WaESRT, ek
NG ERI FT A R E . 4) RN AR, AREA BB SR RO RO BT N A, TR B
WAL EE ), IER{E <45, 5) IEMINE B 0480 B R ZF 00T o5 o S B 4 B, T i edih
GAEFERE S0 6) TEMEE— N R TRNEE: ISE G — AN BT N EL IEHE 10~20, =4y



AN TR JRE SR AV T A 1) E 0 s T AL

PRI GMFERRE S172E, RERRBAVIMEETE SR I ZE . T) MRS KT B 0 E: A DR, ES R
3~10 MNIEAHR LSS BN EHN T 2 s AR RN BT S 082, IEHAE > 60%. 8) FF
BRI R 5 A% IR RS — R G AN U T A T ) 10 T BB AR ) AT 20 SR A o P R s
f& WCST P AT i b i S s A7 o B8 35 LA LA AT B JR e V402 35 1) — TR i g b, BB <27, [RBA
FIFERERE ST 9) FFEAEEHRAL: 48 WIRARYE B — ISR 73 SR AR 10, (H R IE /2 k8 AKX — B R 732K,
XAE O SR EEG B RS E,  BEIE AR AR & i T SR A5 D7 T )R, PR
XA BB . 10) FREEPEETIRTT 704 FREAERTR G A NE BT L, IEFE < 19%, &R
WA DhRES . 11) ARSI HR S SRR e 2, IEFE <24, "mRmiEREN
AL B EL. 12) ARELERF SR RE: SRR D, AR 5~9 DMIEFNA XA, HE
RILT FFMEA B R Z AN e KRS W < 2, maiinf 2SR, HA
RERCIIE H] 2T ML & BEAT #R A

2.4, W

Stroop L iE THIMIRK A 3 x 2 A Wit, Hrbh “37 RNMAS = (EH X R4, FIARERZL. AR &
HH); “27 MR IR I (R RIS ). KRR ORI A R B R R Ay
FEMARK A S R R FEHLSL I B0, H AR IE S X R AR RAR g 4, AR RN Sk
SPREL R 12 NG EE
2.5. it AE

E-prime F£/7 FTic 3% Stroop € il TP S 56 1) e S R 15 28 B4t , 70 25008 AR BRI A S 805 I A 1R 11
trail # 4 sbR, IR FRTE E-data 1 5E A, A RIS 2R i8IS SPSS 18.0 Guil B AbFE . [N T 1R
FRH (A x 208 . B 2I)SUH R T Z 08T, AR LECR 7 2081, AP tiL .

JE TR R A IR KA R G EEEE EXCEL MRS, HE A BRI [FRE 5 B A S BB
LRI, R FRAE SPSS18.0 H 58 e ST HE B R Fr o SR % T Fi s 4L 1] LU FH SR DR 35 07 22 404
3. BREHH
3.1. FREITZEHIERME Stroop BIAITFHEMRK B 1R 2 L B

A 2RV (F = 31.11, P =0.000), & b, B~ 2IHAFEEN(F = 8.64, P = 0.004), 415
*i RN R IE R A BEAEH(F = 3.05, P = 0.050). X b B 2RI BB T S S R I T B,
SR E = A R PR ARR R (F = 12.42, P = 0.000). A T I ASRZ(F = 17.39, P = 0.000)44) 2 57 & 3
VRIS 282 ZH R b 0 SR B R A 3 v T I T R AL AN SR ZH ) b L BN A (t = 2.17, P = 0.038),
HZA R 2 RE TR E2IEREOLE 1).

3.2. FEITREHIER M Stroop B iRIFHEMRK Y K B At b B2

ARG ERN(F = 72.23, P = 0.000), #_ETFEHWAE ERN(F = 6.32, P =0.013), 45*E L~
SEIEA Y EAZHAERF = 1.15, P = 0.32). XE E. BT 2050 TR ERR TSR, Bk E=4
B b LA B (F = 38.12, P = 0.000). B~ 230 NI (F = 34.40, P = 0.000)3% % 57 . 3% BEE TIAR
FEEERTINE, (1 b/ ) SSEE B A K rh AT £ 4 ) S B S T B T RIS (WL 2)
3.3. FEIEEHMEBMEEHRE R 9 IEMRERELR

SR L, BTG 12 ANMEARTE =R 2 R R EP < 0.05, W4 3). HHTHEMI TR, &b
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Table 1. The error rate of 3 groups in Stroop color word test (X +5)
Fz 1. =2R# Stroop IR FHMIRAIEIRE(X £59)

1EH 5% R 2H (n = 30) AR SR (n = 30) HAR B4 (n = 17) F P
il 0.029 +0.030 0.072 £0.075b 0.125 + 0.084bc 12.42 0.000
BT 20 0.037 £ 0.070 0.092 + 0.091a 0.217 +£0.153bc 17.39 0.000
t 0.54 1.09 2.17 - -
P 0.59 0.28 0.038 - -
SIEWEAMEL, a: P>0.05, b: P<0.05; SiMACEIRAAAL, c: P<0.05,
Table 2. The reaction time of 3 groups in Stroop color word test (X *s, ms)
% 2. Z4AMIA Stroop BIRITFHMIR AR RAF(X £, ms)
IEH X RE 4 (n = 30) FEBEIRZ (n = 30) IS B 4 (n = 17) F P
il 651.46 +101.20 747.46 £ 103.92° 944.38 £ 124.11® 38.12 0.000
BT 20 639.69 + 96.99 709.55 + 95.12° 866.89 + 65.06% 34.40 0.000
t 0.44 1.47 2.28 - -
P 0.66 0.15 0.029 - -
HIEH T IRAM, a: P<0.05; SHHGERAAMLL, b: P<0.05,
Table 3. The results of 3 groups in Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST) (X %£5)
723 ZHWIBHTREFR 7 ENRER(X +9)
B RAMN=30) MR =30)  HIACEELH(n=17) F P
MLE 99.70 + 19.13 105.27 + 19.81a 125.88 + 6.41bd 12.61 0.000
TR 2R 5.63+0.76 5.13+1.31a 3.71 £ 2.02bd 11.50 0.000
MRS 70.50 + 10.31 67.67 +8.15a 62.82 + 11.48bc 3.32 0.041
FEAR 28 28.53+12.72 37.60 + 20.37a 60.94213.81hd 21.56 0.000
RIS 71.77+8.18 66.39 + 13.37a 51.76 + 9.96hd 18.71 0.000
FERES — AN 2R R AR 15.87 £ 7.69 17.03 + 8.46a 35.35 + 25.21bd 12.60 0.000
ME A K8 433 69.83 +9.50 62.41 + 16.05a 44,75 + 13.26bd 19.72 0.000
RREPE R4 13.73+7.11 18.83 + 12.80a 34.05 + 12.90bd 24.01 0.000
P R 497 +3.20 6.87 £ 6.50a 14.71 + 6.86bd 15.95 0.000
LA R T 050 5.08 +3.32 6.36 £5.83a 11.65 * 6.48bd 9.19 0.000
AR R R 23.57 +12.25 30.30 + 17.80a 46.53 + 14.77bd 12.53 0.000
PN Rt e 0.70 £ 0.88 0.80 £0.71a 2.59 + 1.84hd 18.22 0.000

HIEFEAMLE, a: P>0.05, b: P<0.05; SMACEIRAMLIL, ¢: P>0.05, d: P<0.05.

FE 1E 8 56 LRI SMAR SR 4 1R JE 2 3% 22 57 (P > 0.05)5 i E A D22 SIU7E S A8 28 2RISRl bR 46 ) G 1
725 (P = 0.273), HARIRFRAEMAR A AN HATRE PR 2H 7] 72 57 |35 (P < 0.05) . 1X$oR, #IE#4H WCST
IR B 4 8 25 K T 15 8 5t FR LR RAR S IR 2L (P < 0.05), oAt 20 5] 18] 22 7 o Ge it 2 7 (P > 0.05)

4. e

Stroop M2 W FTHT AR PAT T BE M AOARHEI A Z —, 124 55 £ Bl AR E R - N T
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BVE R ERL RS 1 (25, 2002) 3K I i H AT I BE (Markela-Lerenc, Kaiser, Fiedler, Weisbrod, & Mundit,
2006). I HIE AT DI RERIRZ 0oy, PTERAR A NMARTEIE SR\ ISR AE H AR i #0016 S BUR B 1 g
71. Harvey PO(Harvey et al., 2004)588F 78 25 RR B, AL B F AR X PG| Dy RefnG . AR, TG
W FEUE T 2O, AR AN B R R S (R T RO RE R T B B2, SRR, AR
s [RIRTBEE FIASAE EE AN, (B /BT 230 S SR B R K o X SR n AT A8 2 A g iz, W)
REFEAEINHIPERS . AW 7t 5 _ESCHR 221 Harvey PO 25 ABF A58 HRBL, B 55K Btk (k2445 2012)
LW FAE, TR I D4 MDD i35 5 {8 e 5 IRTE Stroop €L ial U6 R I T 22 57, R W75 /0 4E MDD
BEAEAEIN R R RS, T R TR R A TRIB A X 4> 1 B BB~ 2. i B A
SEEG 25 A . AMAXT R R2ILRRIEGEAT TR T, BRI R AR AR B 2 1 SN S (1
HRe . A, 2001), KRORBEAR THE R MR, BAMEE TR E R B TRER, WA LW HET =
WEIM TS S, 2008), RS2 T NAZN B RS, ToEE R — & 1 R iE
Hug, I SRR S TR BRI AR T B AR A IR B AT SRR, 7R R
T RPR T R T BT, sl se IA R, e FEURB T,

WCST 5 AR B AT Zhae, Tz B Tl A G ee e AR, 5028, MfIE R E R
A RN RE S5, RERCA MR B R i & . 1012 R BYE. (5 B8R 15 7 & B AF1ERE
5. A TR AR B AAAE WCST AH K AT T ReFE A% (Fossati, Ergis, & Allilaire, 2001). £ Meriam
4 (Merriam, Thase, Haas, Keshavan, & Sweeney, 1999) FIHF 70, UARAE 4 57 42 M A R HOR AR R AR 5
B2 TR F T R, SR 73 80D T FRAH, B98O I S8 AT D e B 40 5 5 4RI E 1) 7™ F R BEAH G
TR, FVECRERZELANNAR 38 2, WCST W IHE 7 48 A5 o35 = T X A2 . HIARAEIR H 2 JERp 4t
PERS IR 1 00, BEALRTEM R BRNER. RN R RE R MK E L R
RPN H ARRRERIEAR . ARELERFTERE N A 7 Tl XIRRIIAR R AR . MERTE R, AN
#4555 WCST MK AT DI REMEAG, HAUTDIRERIIE SMA - ERE A K, 5 EiRssgi R 8. K
HHAERR I R I — TR AR, REAR AR 3 B 35 B3 = T R 2, R B AL T- AR IR (R &S M AE L
RIS, BARRIUNEE JEP SRR EL . X 5 7 (04, 2003)F AL A R A ),
ARV i B S A BRI A, A A 1) 55 9 25 e B HO0VAS P R A T 42 1 B 3 P A0 Jl 20 (JA HE 201.3)
Y5 Harvey PO % AW 5% Stroop 73 ZRMIAET 1R 26 5 I BT G510 AR, DRLG,  FRATTHEM, A B AT R 22 1 n
B, AR B I S, AR R MG . TEM WCST Wl b 258 4H R S P R O T
fabs W3 m TR RAERE, SRR TT BEARTE — & F2 FE RN ThRe 24, A543 5 S A S B 77 1)
T, PR IRERG (R AR, 2008), BUEAMAAREA S 5iEE I, SE@GUTPHIE]EE /7%
5. HUkFEE, T WCST MR fErh, FE S VR UOE R I IR, F77E— B PAT I BE G I
AR BB s R R, 551 R GRS 26 10 RAR RN 2 [, 6 0 S ) 735 i 1m0 K 52 ) H Bk
R, R PUT- PR = 5 ) 529 .

VERVEBAMBIA T 23 RIS OG8RI 7R, AR DT B AT B] 73 = 4 15 (14 [F] I 0 SR P Bl 0 445
SHERR 0] . A ST Stroop €3RI T e BRAMEE RS, T WCST WA TR d sl e, 476
PLE AN IR &5 SR a4, AMARSNARFR BE B A0 IR, R A0 A 1955, BPvE=HH] 58 71 S48 ™ &
R,
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