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Abstract

The “double stimulation method” is not only a research method to examine human psychology and
behavior activities, but also a formative intervention method. Through the research on the origin,
philosophical basis, cultural and social psychology of the double stimulation method, this article
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R &

analyzes the relationship between the three levels of analysis units at the dynamic and dialectic
relation between double stimulation, transformative agency and activity system. It is integrated
with “double stimulation activities”, “formative intervention activities” and “practical innova-
tion activities” to build a theoretical explanation model of the double stimulation method. Then,
through empirical research, the connotation of Vygotsky’s traditional double stimulation applica-
tion model is further expanded, and the application expansion model of double stimulation me-
thod is reconstructed. It provides theoretical and applied guidance for people to better under-
stand the formation process of volitional actions and how to adopt correct intervention measures
to transform the material world and other educational issues in the face of a rapidly changing
world.
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1. fiS

RS i FE 48 (Engestrom) A\ FEIR IR R B AN TEBIE 50 77 VR I 308, I B A 78 07 B all i it 9o (3 =) BEAe
5 EBEE AN i, RO A B T AR AL S TR, I S — AR AE R FRAE (LI,
2013: p.50). PEHR, EOEY, HEY. FARFEUSARKA 2R, St 2 OB RS
EEORAZ B 00 . 5 ERA OB SRR . RS eE CHTET HoraSEANE, Ut b B
SR e TR IR . RIREENSCHESRIER) “HOTE” -T2 ARI . U OHEZ U S A
RO HRIAT N B2 A EAZ R, R MAE T /KRR, BRI SO 2O B3 i 75 AR E 4L 2 U A
K PR AN OB 547 . XU HI% (double stimulation method)fE v —F st () SO Ak At 25 O R A 75
%, BRI R B R L 4R R K (Vygotsky, L. SHFR KA, IR XCERIFEG FA_E— R i% &
XCEMTER, R O R AR S, S AT G e BR A AE AN E MOA R A — BUE L T B EAT
N(volitional actions) 1)/ i #, BL A dn e SR FH IE4f 1) FU46 it LA S0 M ot 5 45 20 il i ) it e 448 1
S S B IR S B i 57 R (Sannino & Laitinen, 2015: p. 4). MbjE, BRSE— 2238 70 4 ROk 3L AR RO S
B UCE TV AT T SRR SR, TR R RIEGE” BER — M RN B ), R —
FhF- I V(S BRI )o AR SCE E MOSUE P S YR . T8 P T Tl (formative intervention) PA K A8 &
&3 1% (transformative agency) AF=, IR AN 74T “ RUE I (1A J50 PR DA S AR R — PPt 5 07 16 8 ) P
2R TR A R AR R (2 2 T ) DA R S AR 25 O B S IR BE Rl (O 2 1), DA %1 T AR )
FIFEAT SRR AT, 4R TR B SCHR 70 A S SR AR 50 i Bk Al b, 3F — 20 58 38 0UE O VA I EE R K B
FHEEAY

2. “HFEHZW’ 5 “WERE SSHRAK

CEERFSRER” AR TR SCEIESR” BT (Lewin)SEH 7 . SKERIIIERE KL WHTEAN DR
KIS AR AN ER ST, RIS TT, I BIRREER) b3 IS SKI R R AT A RN . — B L
T, R R LHER 10~20 708 R)a, MITTHGEEER, AREIZEA, £ BEE, i
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eI

I T— M) PE . WEFIIRIE A REPRES o KA LI 0 e N RSN SCRe . il A
AR BIRERE ERmHeh, AR5 —3050 A st DUB kg SCH A% R IAT 9, AT OAR s “ Ui BhR s 2
FEEMMER, FHETF. 7 ALRNA, KX RATB MBS 7 A 5o, JF B E—
2, BEHRSMERBEIN KA T - (Vygotsky, 1987).

Sfr b, 4ERRERHIR XA LI R RERN THBEEEITANIMS . EF UM —A R Tk
BRI SEIORT R “SER R BT XIS G EARAS A NI R” SRE X, iRSEIRRT R ML
B MBI MRS — TN AN “ZEHICI” FPIRES, &% TR AN OEAT N B S K,
EAERKILE R, TR “S5fe7 B2 “BIF” I B SR 5 — NS 1) T 2 e R b
5, R E LI R B AN EL IS RS —— B, FE AR T T “HRBIshpLIE ST, R
BRSO B, SEIGX GG T A B A B T 2 ] (1) 25 A1 #2 (the conditioned connec-
tion), EIFAISIEWRELE S RA T (Vygotsky, 1997). IFE & T SZIEFERI AT, 4 F I FENG In) RIS 155 3]
BU(SHFNEE ZHIBU(S2) B PR ME R HIB= WL, LSBT R, AT N F AL FR S ARl 2 g A
PFEHAT AR SRR . 2RSS~ EA AFERIZINL, SN 2 B A TN, X EAEA
TR RANH E 1, TR FRANE P G TR A IR 2 208 22 S BRI B0 s AR T & S8 T St i dit
T B RATE R R IR I
3. WERIHGER BE IR EA
3.1. WERBENBEEM: AT m

YERKILAE CLBEEHLRI SRS — B GO S-R A ZORWCTHIY « S50y
FAAEAR K Bigut, 20 W BE M SRIG IR 45 SR EAT — LB DL (RO B0 AT, X Rh 0 T EAR KRR FE B 5IBR 7388
R MEA NI MBS (ENI, 2013 p. 49). TARETIE Y “XCERERIEGE” IR EF B R T I
BT EE S0 E, T HAR XA ETT R T REROEZ T, JPRERZAMEMER. H
SEYE R IR IR A XTI P VEL S5 BT AL B SRR AN b, RO A& 55 22 23 U Wi B A8 7E ELEROA
[FITFE T 2 H Al B3R T TR TT0 BOME, RIS E RIS — M T B TR R M 07k
(Engestrom, 2011), BETRFHAR Ry —Fh i AR gt 20 SEB (S wilifi 55, 2022))F T T A ——48 Sii =
(Change Laboratory). #A1f, EHINALREIMEN—FI T LRPFER LR E, ERIEA M0
B ITERRCERIEGE, BN RS Mg AR TR T .

A RZHFAIR, B N ZAERZ PR A XS 0k ) AR Rl LSO BT I AR o, 75 1
B LA RN E N R R, RAGE =AWE. B BRAG 0N “Lik” i, il
SCHERRILC AT, B R R I A T 18 A 4 1) AR B AT T B0 0T G A i R A S ER B
IF, RIS M ISR AR BB M T RSB b IERDAIE, 2% « ATHI(Brown, 1992)E kgt “Bitsk
3% (design experiments)” &5, OEESERFF 5 VEHEN T B WM SRR B, R RIS AR THA
A, F| T 2000 £ LLSEATAIIEE N (Collins et al., 2004)%F ¥t S2Iik ) A 1 i — B kg, FEEMAN T
AR —72, X “fRAME” Miih. XNEUALEMEA, b ERW 7 “BRPIR” 5 “5%
Wwtge” R, RS UK A R A, SEMAER RS E RS, =R, H ‘M7 AE
Hi17, FOARET T SEIR SAZ AR 2 P AR B, 75 SO0 AR B AT R T AN R AR B AT s ] . X
FEAE NN EXF BT SRIR ) — Fh R A, $EmHI A B — Rl SRS E AT, B E AR Z AR,
ARG Z X LS SRS T BE (NI, 2022)0 SRTAT, R IR PR B O I T AR AR S S A T A
TRPERE, B BAR HFEM A O AR AT ARG A Sl £ SO Ee e, B2/ AE = A5 A
B Ho—, WA MES RGIIM AR T “Z148335%” (dynamical environments) 2, SR HEAS “5)
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R 5F

W AR HTEAR R IT. EE, EXT “hENE7 MR RS EA ], BEca E
AN EARA S B, SRR A BT BT A AR AR K BB RN E (2, 20132 p. 50). HT,
TR R T MR B, (B EVMRYPCE 1R A —Fh il ST 52 2 Fh 4 1] BELAR B S08 1E 1 AT 7T
R+ FHE « ZHE, 20100 p. 181), XHMBEESIEE LR Eyl2 —FEIBHELR, A Bt A JybiliT A
BB R, LI BHT A  H RORAE REA S B TE HER N IR A R S S L R R Tk AR, i
PR BRG] TAT N EERRES M. K=, SO A SRS A MR IR S S R AL

PERI R K & o
Gl REHRARLE
IS
PR ]
A ATt )
pes
i {
¥ A as
\ A FHARE
5 5] 6420, % N
Figure 1. Purpose of designing experiment
[N aa gt 0] =]y
1B O nt, T ik T PR AR T B A X R EE . WO DB SRR T =y

B, BISCAtt o OB FOTEN B EAE, WERIBEE T A RZ I AT, BISEEGEshE
(activity level)[] “¥EEN R S” « OHE AT A JE Hi (psychological and action level)[) “ A gesh £ DL AE
JZ1fli(operational level)[t] “ZNASIAHER R 7 (ARG ). X1 B G RE A & T BUE T T AR, X
B8 BRI R, ERRH IR ARG . B, BERBEAMUE E TR, =
M TAT N AR RESIVE, BRI SN REANTPIRI RS, £ MFEANI AR, TR
BRI % FHPH /) (resistance) . IR (subversion) 51T A EAR K GEANPERHES) T HUE S K RIZ OB, MWIRA
FIEF T AT EIRNES, ARSI TAES S AERMES S B, eI R UE 4ERE N FIX
HAEGE . A5G EOCR CERFSRIR T - AR, SEIOH IS — R ST 2 BTSSR N EE, R
X — I AE— AR, BB I ) R AR PO N BP R o, TR e — IO A A8 1)
IERSI X R EMaeshE, HE RN . b, 5B S2 MEELE M LEE. E
Wt S B ARG R R e A B SEBR rp ) INp B AR By — AN R N T, S SRER N AN W I T R )
T, BJEHIER T AT SR RAT AR T, FRERAR . XA SRR AR, ek
TS BT, NIRRT TR R

3.2. WERRZOHALSDIBFERM: TR

3.2.1. BETDMERYA R B
REEN M (agency)WE & e AR TR T4 &R, (HXARIE TR Z M. O #BE L
AR R . HAERE 5% I8, AREZFEH LK, THHSmIER T —MEG A, B
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eI

B e F H RO A B AR AT 32 W RE 3 4 A B 47 8 JJ(Ecclestone, 2007). . #5¢ %k
(Mezirov, 198 1) WRFTBUBEN 2 S IR BEDT8 T NSRIRE a1, FEHE HHARVRAE T-HEFIPE 3% 22 e AR i
FFIR: 7K (Freire, 1973) A BAAE XA FEA R 25038 N S8 ARV 2 A IO 2 AU A FE 118 1 SRR RSN M. 2
4 32 S5 ST BRAR W) — BKE 5 o 3 L8 R0 TR A 8 v i e Bh 14 A FH AR 9 Bt 9T B B S (Packer & Goicoechea,
2000); MAEREZ SRR, ST A N E S @A A s /8, T B — i a2
AR X A S R A FE(Lave & Wenger, 1991; Sfard, 1998), FFiRiFEIX — IR et KIFEE
AT ERIER . seoh, TR U RE S22, sttt 23] 7Rk 2 1EN, %
I EANE R AL E I R E)ES), B v TAER A SR — 2R 2 A R
(Paloniemi & Collin, 2009). &2, X TREENERITHE O AN R4 B — A3 TR,
M &2%3 (Bteldpelto et al., 2013)i@Id) V2 I SCHRZEIR, MEEH 4 KR T REAMERIAARITIE K. 1) 4
B 2) IS E A 3) ST A 4) S AAdar IR . IF NRESD It AR i

AR DL o] BEAR e 1 5 A N Bk 22 Z TR IR R I ANEBE BV 46 1 AN TR A AR LA - IR R AR 22 57 1,

*£ 1R

Table 1. Cognitive comparison of initiative from different research perspectives

F 1. NERMARIBERNTEINFIELE

TAAA S ERERIE Fphip R MK R AFR
S 5 A 2 B R
GRE RN MU 2R R M, el TR RS
HOM A (Anthony  FHE (14T I N
Giddens)  ~AT T R TE L 51 40 LI T
AP e e
B 44 A SRR SES:, UUEE. sca o= AR AT LR A
W 4 (Margaret -ﬁ"“zl:jj‘fé;' */I\/%ié‘ R A S 0 e = R 8 X U7 R A7 U S A A
Archer) -%@ﬁfkaw%wmﬁf\ i DRI S FR S 2 [ A i B
& : S ERE 2 PR S AR
MR SR SO AN AT e At
(Stongpost  ~HEEN W B S HRGAE: AR AR
structuralism) =55 V5 S HRF 1] 1A 453 £ ) :
JE L LA B e e i
S iy g L ERRRER IR i, . i,
(ntermediate ot TENREE s DFRVRE 2 RS A A T
poststructuralism) Q@ﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ%%’%%ﬁIME” Koo BRI S B
SR
WRZAN B SR T AR AR, 512 B R T 4 I
(Object-oriented) = [AI P ] ARG BIAE VL, SO AFEMEER] MR XTHE S R 1E 5
et e
WA gy TR HITR i) 7 A R 22 i) T R
L e TR R
&@;ﬁgﬁ% “REAPERIE AR BN 5 LB R RS AL 5 o Rl
ey BB YIE
NN S B 3 R AT 2 S K
e AL ARERTARBRR SR o e i e i
P B e e g e iy SOPUEAIRIZE R

JERAFE R B 433 ] L
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M T AT, FEAEEFEE T AR S MR CR N =AANEZH——IF G2 0. SEB)Z A s g
JZTH(Archer, 2003) LA BRHIRF [AIPE L 2 1) P4 R0 B 43N (R 55 () R DGV, AT 17 NS5 Re S R I A s A —
FH SRR PN A ——Re Bl M2 — M B bR 1 P BEPEAT N I 590 R 2K Re s M PR AR A — Fh R 25 Fh
TR E AL IS HENSRea B R AL TR, W s DL A N F A K 58 A
il FEI SR BT, RADANAARE RN EAE N — P R0 BEAA AR AL IS
(decontextualized phenomenon)iFATH 7T, ReahIth: AT BAARI ST NFAM B K. BE. FhRE
LS Z MRS . N Tl BORICR. TAEC b 32 FliE DA S 3 AR A &5 (R 22 53 VAR 5%

3.2.2. RIS TEY

T SR 2 AR A IS S, AT 0 T S FH BT R B U AT R BT IR, AN W7 b 503 b A1 T e Ak
HIIRIR, IR 78 3R 45 A0 5 B o ) 3% A8 (transformation) 10 B K 1E NAT N AW f 3% A8 (Aagaard & Lund,
2020), EAET I (change), RAARHME, 2—F R RRAFR AR LR, X— I3
T AT R, FRATH R AR FA IR R “FRAT BN IRATSCR S A A
W R N (Stetsenko, 2017). TR MAERHX PSR D IRATH HAR Y “A8 H5e 8 M (transformative agen-
cy)” o TEARZ KT REANMERSCHR T, 1 TR AR S Re ) 1 I SO AL/ o B AR AR RR BTy 1 2 et B
1, & NEZEWHE R A ERRATAE SR IX A AR A G E SR, B AT TR — A
RARMAT N, B E SR AT BT AR (R A 58 33 11 2R3 AN 58 I AR SRARA BB 2. Sk, g L (Hays, 1994)
) AR e Bl 1 5 B BE Bl 1 (reproductive agency)fil T HEER, FFANATE RSB ERTFE, HFE2
et T AR, BN SCTRSE, 2T AN I ) 3R FH I 2 5 270 i 98 36t R PR ) N
FATH, MAATEREA SR RSN, kN TR R,

Sefr b, BEBNPEAT A BB A AR R — AN B R ) ), 43R KR R UK Y] (Emirbayer &
Miche, 1998)7E {(fta&feshtt) — s “4T8)3 Wi sl B O 5B MR R LR “A
KREAREHAEENERRES” W, el R4 E s e TR HE R . /e, SRR
(Mikitalo, 2016)5 ¥4 Besh M58 St BIEER R B —ilg, INAREEIMEARTTRZ “oeeeee NE¥H OS5 FH ET
ERE B IRE ST, [ VBB TS S SR LRE /17 o MRTHES B (Haapasaari et al., 2014: p. 235)
SN I - R IEBSIER(CHAT) A i — PR T A R Re sh MR AR, JFE T 70 i 00 7 240 E 1732
RSN IE TS RIS TR AR AR e BTAE AT I S 0 AR RE IR AL L A AEHT 1) AT R A B
BB, I fE ARV IERBUT Bk R M RTBLIREGES) . ERRIAEE RS EE R, RS A
TR aeshtE, EARUE B AE — BB T SR R B A R B, TR YR T SR AR B
THE RN JE B R TR d i AR AN AR T I T REME SRR e 2 5 3 KA TS Bl LAR AR X P A
N3 (basic dilemma). 1XH A AR HERE SN VR S5 /b — DN EEERRAE . B . AR MERE SN I W] AR B A
R BRE BTN, ENHTH T CEH L RAESE (Virkkunen, 2006), FAERE T R7E B . X
BAT R RV RS MIFHF W w RetE, M8 NMEIT TG, RET R BIEAERS ). “REARRE
REBN I I 5 — AN RIE R N NI, (H'E 75 @i & 1 I8 SRR RE 3 ok A AE FI9 2 ” (Haapasaari et
al., 2014: p. 249). &, MIRAVET R G R EUER GO, AR RERN PR 2 H .

3.2.3. TEREINMENIMETT: SHTHIHEXR

AR o B3 BAYCHATAT 7B #00 A0EL s A (Ui B LA A R T(R « JEREL « IR, 20100 p. 160),
A RN A S, R A 2 #H WA BEERA B Re sl MR T KREIR R, A e A —4
CEUR” TR AN WA RURIL R AT FE(Lund et al., 2021: p. 4), WIATEMTI . AL S
EER— PR G E, X EE — AT 0. H TR SRR OGP A AT 7T e Ak TR AP B
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eI

JCH AR N LAAS SO RHE ) A AT BT S S R AN o AN “30Ak - PSR IESV B AR E, K
FAPRRFRR “TEANRGR” VENSITHIC, RAEMATRENE A B S AR R GV, (R ToiE R B RES)
PSR WA K R SR, BEESE 3 (Lund et al., 2021: p. 5)F2H AT LA “ B ASHIBHIESS 5 (dynamic
and dialectic relation)” ENAEHERESN I (1) 73 A B T N IRATEEARIX — BRI RATIF 1 — Wi . Al —Hh3h
AL BREMALARA 717308 S TH@E —Fpag 57K “ 3L [F) 9 il fe 3N M (co-woven agency)” , iX
Bl LR g I Resh M ACUE IS SURAT B BT AL B IR DA AR “ BN, B EH B e B
A] (R HERS LA S AT 83 5 b TR 2 8 HR3 J B3) 07 A RIS AS AR A . . e ib AL i TR 3 B0
TEFFRE, T4 T IEIES EIRI A, BRI ST 9 78X — 1, AATSIN “HiRiRE”
(BP0 S2), FEMA T Ho— € e DUB R ICIE S IR ) @ . 2 Bt 2 A S o ok A i) it (s TROER ) i, BPY
IR RE BN P AR PR TCEE IR R EURAY R, AT eAE 7 S1. AR, Bl R GTAET E R . “AE
RFIMRAE” , TR T AR R A B3 “BRIILSE” R, DA A TR
Sefp b, X SRR 2 R o AMERIL, FEXAZEEIH, BB ST ] &
B TIRCRI S2). AR SAENKZ BRAER . BHERAHEAAERKICR: b, 5 S2) MR
MRS NER—ADTR, MRANEN—NEIERE, EEZBENRER, %2 ANKNAT T
(Tegmark, 2017).

{6 5 2, ARG 53 HT B T0 2 TR T80 RAw A R e /N B AA G B, XA 43 AT B T8 3 & T BF LS4,
(EANTE & T A oW 2 TH 9 L3 B S o T “S1S2 HHIE G R 7 /B — P Bl S FIARIE 1K 7341 50T,
BN T “ARRIT” MM, JEME AR R A B R, AU R R, FH BT AMIESE
AR T AR S IRt By 7O E REE =g o M o B A R S O
[0 73 HT 57T

4. WERHENERLRNRAREWESHR
4.1. WERHEOELRERBGE

YEJEORFESR OO R RE S, IR LR TR S O BEHLRE AR AT, (L 4 SR xS o A
RGN E . BREALE; e (Sannino, 2015)7E 4k A 24 5B 9k FL 38t 7 i LAtk _E ok X E il PR 0 1 AT
TSR, A U O B AR D ENR R B LR A NI B R G e AT = AT A Bl
P A AE 55 () )AL R T 78 Bt AR S5, 2S5 Q)G M s AR Be g A TR 55, X2
— MRS R R T — P T BRI RSN ST B RE T Bt o SRR AR 4R U B AN
P T BRI Ja R SRS, IR Ry — M “ TR - 2217 WAL R . (HIEiR 2 4E R
KA, I A TR I 2E JE VB # AR 0 DU A oy — R 7 A S MBS AR i R A . R
SCAE it G 24 SR 0 0B B AR DA S SRS AR T TR S i Bl b, 5SS A A (IS R
A ) SRR WS SOSE SR T ZR G, GG 1 T T8 BT Tt ) X0 EE 2 1) B e R AR Y
Wik 2 Fros.

AR 1 AR TR S FE A R AR E AR — M T A BRI B R
R CACEAL B B Ab s, 4R T SEMR AN S ERARAT D, IR 2 A T 1) S B 2l BB 8 1 TR R T it
o 2 BERIW: SH—0 ST 55 I S2. Horb, BRI A el S BE, B I AR B N T
Hildhs 3AEIE: —RMOZHAN It “SI-S2 BISRHERR” , HTHIM M SIS 1) 54 A % H
(S2)ZIAIMBFHEHA K Zs W Z Mot  “BRaeshtt” , FEHTHNAT A A e &8
AR, FFR T AR E B L LA | S TS, #E I EM ST S RESE I TR s W
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ARG, EEMTRNEAREE LRGN AR ZER B SR EER. 4 DB fEehR
BrBL ShHLR R B Sl BRI B DA R St S B, BOSCE RIS et i A, AR LR 3.

7 A
T S [ SN g R 1 - ., T
E A Toaw
] 3
EEYTE A B |
— k% 817 y Y !
E L AT
— ‘ i g A4
% AR R | i
P B Rt o
| MeET I
% —Hl 52 v *&,V | ! =
ATHS — ik | e
: : § DS 52
Rk St R N T TN ST IR S N ey SHIEAR
FlAL, B3 B e g grs MRR/BR
farx | piorx | fonen | Fama | rwa | éif

Figure 2. Theoretical explanation model of double stimulation method based on formative intervention

2. BT R TIHNERIHERIEIL ERRE

4.2. WERHHNRAREER

FEARZS R SCAAE 2 BT FE 1 2 T, 28 JE v XUE ISR (O F T R BORIR AN, il R 4%
REscBs” R SR ISR ) A XU R N EAT AR, A 3 B AR AR R T 4E SRR HE U R
(A% Lo FBAR, R OUEE SR 37 B AV S AR TR R SO LT (R B GRS U B R ST 2
o, PRHETE R B P AL T S E A R A R AR AR, XA R SOR L1 N AN B R B
R - BIFLAFR - SBIEIHURIE - FSCR B - KPR S AT IR e . S5 SR SCH) “SEfrsm” , SE
X RIEEEAF 10~20 73ph e 2 A4 — MRS O AS,  THI I BT IR 2 RSSO PR 2, SR DR 78l A X )
WO S — R, RSB 1 BRI B S R, JFE AN T E R R
Jas W AR R ) AL E N RS TT,  SXI  B O T R R B, R
R RN BN IR, BTN LY RAT AR — AP TR I HAE R B0 A Fia 5 500 218 25 B 47
BN, iR 3 R ESORIEIEL T, MR BT MAT R B AR A T % e T KW
RN AR R 7R 1 — A BRI R, (DR B AN RS SOt S S P U o R, B
FEIOUERIBOS R R A WA EE. Gt ZHBIEASAPESERAE. Jtt, AT G4 R
SRR EEA T, L G T #EAAR ), B« Rilg R m N ) IR B B AR e i R A Jm
PR EE SR RS RE " D9, MR T Rk T B O R (0 A R R, IR T SRS R
LA O R R S P i PR AR
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PORTE U B PERPUTRE

M8 1 RSP R
I

B 2: R
= 3
B 3: BB B B

AL Rk » SRR ST IR 50
~ =
Btk da: S5 AL

Mg 4b: XS ERIH S
*EZ ) KR

Figure 3. Application model of double stimulation (adapted from Sannino,
2015)
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Figure 4. Schematic diagram of conditional link between conditional
stimulus and expected behavior
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Figure 5. Application expansion model of double stimulation method
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