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Abstract

The research on the neural mechanism of bilingual metaphor understanding mainly focuses on
two aspects: one is the lateralization of the brain in the process of metaphorical language under-
standing, and the other is the processing sequence of metaphorical language understanding. This
paper highlights the latter. At present, most metaphor processing hypotheses come from the re-
search of the first language (L1), but in recent years, more and more attention has been paid to the
cognitive neural mechanism of second language (L2). On the basis of the research on metaphorical
processing mechanism at home and abroad, this paper summarizes and reviews on the main
viewpoints and theories in order to provide reference for the study of L2 metaphor understanding
of brain neural mechanism.
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1. 5|8

—iE(first language) & 18— N ANHAEZ B HRIGEMIFTRENES, —MANE BT EE 2L EHE.
ANFF—1E, “if(second language)$d ANMIERIG S —E S UF = IMMERAK A —MIES, 2% ENH
W 5 CLRGE B[ 1] [2]. AT X0E # (bilingual) 1l 5, W& —/Naeis RS 5 . fEME H &4
AR — T TAMERIARGEIE R AE FHIZ A T i 3. 5, AR EEE IR F AR RS 1@ 2K
TEWEFTWB] MAERNTY HEES SRS, HertE 038 5 44 5e 08 55N AE 38 R 3Rk FRA]
PSSR, BRI . 8, Pem YRS S LS R SO AR S SR, B B (U AR T ),
Sk, ORISR, X L T B DA AT G T RAE IR B e R Ak N R AR T v B I R B AR S .
g (Metaphor) VE 9 — PRI UG S FETF-BL, R BHEWMR R Z N, A5, MR, B, 1K
WIHRHEY ) OEAT N IEFIT AT N, A& 2 LK, e XHEEFIE 257, 5
PEREERE G, W B4 2 48 (Aristotle) BA Sz LA R (Quintilian) &R i 58 i ik 7 1] S 5 FH BT 1) 22 5[4 -
WAl BR AR LS, SERR DU, 2 I R OO R R T IR SRR I T, —HRES F R
OHE I IR E VR R E A MR A B0 ) OC T L 18 5 I AL STk, 456 5% T Lo
PETE 5 BRI T i B AR R AR BRI ER W OB TR R, 2T BRI S PV AE SR 5 v (1) 5 B AN
SR, AENFEERESE,

2. IR

AT T BE g0 L A 2 LA S 32 SR PR T T ) R — 2 By i R i e BROE AL R
Ry in L AU 1) . Lakoff () “AME-S i HS " . Giora $RH “ZEg ™ B ” 2 FS BN AL AN [H M
FEXFIX AN ] AT T 09T, X494 B S 5 I LAA R s 2L B SR ) T EE 4R SR .

TE B LB 78 b ) v B I L B FE R TR N T AR RIS 5 R AE I THLR . 1B 118
HLHIHRA B 2 (%) & X (Van Heuven et al., 2010). H 5T 1B ML BB 70 5E 28 rEifil . Ak, 18 52
M. HEARRZ2AE NS A8 5 R B T 08 2% 31 5 Rk Ui o R X (Kovesces, 1996; Fernando, 1996
Kecskes, 2006), {HIX 77 [N FAFEHLHE] R T E N SMTRIIEAZ o [F N SNl A L8525 TF 6 5501 211X
ANTTIE, FEFAE TR AL, XS E L N DU =28 — R IR TR T aR R T, F
N ST A P B R AT R e 2 LR AR EE M, RN Giora [ “EEN B ERR” X iR R T
FEA HER T E X[5]. Keeskes TAARS T 15 F KU ™ i I FE g = SO0 T =35 5% 2 # R U AR A 7T
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REAEAR A, PRI S AT RN TAL It 25 AN [H o« Keeskes BN X T I8 D0 TR, —i8 &l % {f
R “BpRINTE” , M ABS ) EERA ik o TR DL oI B R EOE R T SE 0 A 5T I 7 2
O FEAR A 0] R, R MRV VE FH 2 AR PRI 9T B g T PR e g ek e f R A e R, )
ER R Bz ah Yuat, BTN U R B AR AT — 15 B BEAR I THLRIA LR R, 2014), X —iE>)E
WP BB R L =R LA B RS S0 T AHESE, AT ASIess, Wk MR AR,
TIF 90 4 BN L 7 i 2 Bk 43 ) R

3. Zigkamin TG

IR 9 T 5015 2 e 1 PEAR I AL 0F 7 32 A =R, RITE)in AR . B30 IR LA 73 2% 5%
AR o A S 2 N LB AT U0 L — TR R v 1 S TR ONAESY, it A XU i AL
o AR BT RIEA A, el BB TR FHE, JF B CLRIE st FEAGE B 7T S8
BRI AE 28 SR 1 1) & PR AL A

3.1. [E#EMITER

3.1.1. [EFENTARBIRB R TS

TN AR AL, oy =B Boin TR %Y (Searle, 1979; Swinney & Osterhout, 1990), %5 &I\ Ay [ =
BRI TRWER, FHRAEFEEOERTN, AMFEZHEEEESm ST, MaIEzmE Lm
I A6 2 A 28 ) bR v 18 A 455 2 (the Standard Pragmatic Model, Grice, 1975, 1978; Searle, 1979) <t
TARZ T 2R ANE T 2500 U S 5 B S0 0, el 2 Grice (1975, 1978)14 1% L ELL HT Searle
(1975, 1978) 1) 5 AT ABEIR[6] [7]o SRV R TE T 22 1) tHEAZIEER T L 2) FI
T S TS A% AT TS T B 0k 1 & 45 X (the intended meaning), & 75iE A 24 BB, 3) WURASE, N
I AR R B 5 AT AR T RS = TE X (Gibbs, 1994: 83). DRIk, Ak il AR A U b gy
SCHCATH SCR I TR R M, ST EAAMON AN S Sy o T TAE A Eemr RS = n T “wS i,
XM R R A R B AE R rf T4k — A A B LT R 1 5 0 AR X e S A R . i SR e
VB E LR R AN TASE AR SO T, A8 40X — 38K P RS 56 Le iy PR T8 550 T et 9 B L 5 A8 3
I AL X 5T K

3.1.2. XHFEHEMTEXORIFRR

H bRIEE AR SE ARG, Clark A1 Lucy (1975)BAIHEAL FIZZBRiE R ONTERL, H8 T 23 00 1
SV R 1E S BANE S B0 LIy, B SCRETE o 45 BRI BR AR U5 N I R 2T,
Wik N Jet 0 UE S, ESEiid N Sk 3i SR 1 7 SR E#R 5, N LE4E . Swinney 1 Osterhout
(1990) U] ) BAAE At S IS AT 44 3] 1k BRI 1R 60 1 465 S R IR RE i I 2 E B, I B3 EAN
TN [ SR 56 4 BR AR BRI OB % o BRIIE, B P TS0 25 SR ) SRR TR e I AR (R0 A . Gibbs (1990)
SRR RS N 1 BRI FE PR (metaphor reference) I T 77 3, & I 1000 T B8 Bk 1 Bk 1] 4 -2 T
BARIIA) T, UER T S E SUT R = SN T

BEE WA ISR N, BT 98 AR 40 SR bR v s B R R Bt 2 b, DIGHT IR A B eh T 82 m T X
BEAT RS . JH S MRS N(2017) R A ERP X LG J IUTE A J5 T8 & 50 MoK 47 B ign in T (R i () gE A . ko By
A2 [ . Bl 2E BRI A 22 B 7E 350 ms 3] 400 ms 2 [A]155 /2 [ N400 U MBI L, I ELES A T PR ke
T = L HA)F o 18 550 ms 2 850 ms IR [AIE N, 8 70 = AN ESFREE, B4 100 ms —4
I IR T, SROWL 5% 8 o S M P SEERRE N T o 65 SRR IR BRI TE 750 ms K T 7 ik ik . BRARAE S I
I AR RS 10 2 I TAERT, Famy = SO TAE)S, (H2, %S00 I H R B miy 75 %o e gy 7= SUE8—
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UL 5E e, T 7 G S, OB SOFANE — Rl IA R, WIERRE S bt S2RF 1 1]
PN TR 8], 1ZSR50 ATERE B EAT QIR IR T, UBTAOAIL A K25 52 B in LA .

AL G bR AR 210 3 X TR B TR OB 78 5 R 4G, SR AR R 30t IR0 26 n I be g 1 75
F B AR A UAO TE TE SRR, T IR P SRR 1 P A E A A R I R L 1 5 R B AR

3.2. EENTER

3.2.1. EFEMTAFRERIZR RS

XF TR LI 7, B PRI AR, s gt kT, Bl E SR
. BN TR (the Direct Access View, Gibbs 1984, 1994, 2002; Gibbs & Gerrig, 1989; Glucksberg,
1989), BN TiE S B R, o] LB S0 TRam e s S0, “ o R WA s 9046 hn i) 71 = L7
(Blasko & Connine, 993; Glucksberg, 2001; Vaid et al.). & T SCRT DARE T I 0 T 2 b g eman (1) A - T
B, HRAERa = RIS R UG 2 AT, T A S HEWT R 7 AN L ) (Blasko & Connine, 993),
LA Gibbs JARK MO BIE F #5037 7 KE SR, SCiubdm Ry, tmathis 5 B ot e A m T 7 m
TEE MR R, FRATEA Db AR E AR AT R IR R D R RN L Beman 46 L i £ 15 591 [10] .

b B Bl kW 5 B TSP AT 0 AR Ui (the Parallel Hypothesis) & [11]. AT TAR AN, F1H
SO Ay SCAEFE AR 1R 3ok i rp R P TR PRI R o (B ~PAT 0 AR 300 R A 70 = 1T SN Ly SCHT 78 73 R A
MG OL T, A REROL: 27T SO LI SCA— B B0, T SORT LG gT SCR A7 sk T8V P47 In LA
VOORMARRE . (HIX IFA BWRE RN L H i S APl 510 3, HOREA— B 5 Con L2 wf, BALiESE
fR st Lbmar A ER MR . [Rlk, BEEEIA WA SRR 35 I T (Context-dependent Hypothesis), B Fiil
FEFRMIEEE BT, FFaEimE CRaEEpmk, sovr b SO B8R

3.2.2. XRHEEMTERANRIEASR

Harris (1976) 74 LU0 2 5 A (R B gy 5 FH 5 22 56 R A SCRIFE A RE, R4 1 P 28 ) 1 1247 S50t
(paraphrase), 103 SR IN FI UL RO AERTE, 45 SRR ITCIRAE S BN, Bl Je 7 el it i HERf v b, 2R 4) 1
AEAE Z 5, N2 TiRigH 7 5. Ortony (Experiment 1, 1978) U ATETCIEIRAIEHL T, T X
PSen I, MIEAESE AL, i SOMEE T AR %, A1 Gibbs (1990) M A BT ib . I
HAE it — 251 BE AT g iR ST AR A SURRE IR R 15 (0 BEAA IR 18], R ILAE BSa g R I (1 2ER At I ] -
ANPCARAS SRR BT ()G, A IEE R R LL, — D TR T I uEdE[12]. (B2, KT
AR H ANE AT S

Hoffman Al Kemper (1987)045 1A XM BRI AT 9 S REI 556, AN BE 22 B.{ X (the metaphor
interference paradigm) & b A BE ) LU 115 5 SEERVE 0. B a2 B0 20 B R Al ) B 24 J 4 0 1) 7 1T 7=
NHIESEYE. AT “Some animals are dogs” HJFIBINIIZ N E, 1 “Some weapons are pelicans” [ WAy
[ 13]. Glucksberg (1982, 1990, 1997)%(F K H Tix—iEX, SR, BAMERAE MG IX A T4
W AT AN LS, H By e S b R BCSE I H R A FHR(BI1,  Some cats are detectives), BIXf I E A
Do B g AR N B ) 1, A FEAR K I () A R AW S F IS LSk . X R AT 6] 751
T SRS MG 2 SRR ARk =2 R B R AT AR o e 52 B SR 2 A T SE 5 Y (Kazmerski, Blasko &
Dessalegn, 2003; Pierce, MacLaren & Chiappe, 2010; Wolff & Gentner, 2000), F HiX LA 57315 H — 3458 -
ST RIS TR SO, B SOR 2 37e R A 3hn 1.

Blasko 1 Connine (1993)°% F B #5245y 44 #1377 (the Cross-Modal Naming task, CMN; Love & Swinney,
1996; Swinney, 1979; Tabossi, 1996; Blasko & Connine, 1993; Cieslicka, 2006; Garcia et al.; Heredia & Blu-
mentritt, 2002; Heredia & Stewart, 2002)HH 7t 515 4 a8 5 BRAA Ry 2 SO AR o 45 R R LA B B0
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T SO gy 55 SO A 0 T ORI R P AE S S0, T XA A LA i Y o AR S A R
o T 228 2 R i M = T A SCAE SR R 1) LS R G S A W s o R AR R S IS 1 R T
SCRIAE ] e SCFEARBOE IF A WS R SR I, (H 5 39 3 7 8 SR KR 85805 - Steward 1 Heredia
(2002)K H [ B3 2025 52 1 Raman in L [R) 2 A% o S5 45 SR A 3 Remay 1 B T~ Ry = SR B AN — s 08 e
Wi TR SO0 o AL, P TRURIE 2 35 A A i 3 SCAE R i n LB B T DA BRIk

AT I AR UGN AE A LE g PR 5 A R b, S SO IR FE, 325 Glucksberg Al Keysar
W[14], BARMEE, AATVONTER AR LI IR 5 R b, S R IF RS . Keysar KL 51
FBRm SCAFIESE — BB SR, H R — s SCRNE S — B0 A T ORI B [15]. b mT e, 78
Bemgn R A (i A2 e, A A T SOOI R AN DA B, 1D S B SO AT [ B L

TR, Bk B AN RIS R e 22 1) B R BIURT R | PN A I 15 S B B
(Fauconnier & Turner, 2002). i H., &7 ERP B 5 0% 7~ 2 1 WL A= ERR a3 g b o SR, 2100 L)
TR IK R A5 R B M BT Rr AR AT . I, R AR N (2013) PR 5T 7 [HI BRI 18 S — BOn 915 AR 1E # Fegn
PRAEAOFENR, 03] BT 56 B I — AN AH SR B AR SR A I, Al ] BN BB B g (EL 4 The giirl
is a lemon) B34 FIHITEH| AJ(LLl: The fruit is a lemon) 1) ERPs. X M 3 1E 3 5l 70 9 0 M 8o, AS— 20—
ORI P600 H B 25 72 57 o G5 SR S /s B0zt ) DA R A58 ) ) 30 5 5 e e L e e R AR B T
FERH P600 JEME[16]. IXFERI S SRIE m LS F 00 5 7 AN BT 15 5 o BOME & BRI — B 5%, SCFF
BEMISHINLY . FRRAI TS 5 BARAAAEIL F L], IR R 25 R AP SR Bl A WL

DU R TR B0 T AR AMESE, Gildea F1 Glucksberg K 2EMEL Stroop HIVE 05 22 fami i in L. o,
WA 552 X6 gl 0 P 7 T A 3G, 7 T 0 SRR ) B S P A BRI W o Ao i, il ) ) T S
R AT B SURAN—BU, B LYW 4 o “ B (B, R M Ramsr SC R mT DAfsaE i, “All
marriages are iceboxes.” [JEIZM1ZE M7 ). ELIRISFET, 72 IURIEG) /156 R — /N 15
B, A0 b SCATHS R IR BE A GIE S “ People are cold. ™), 4 JoAH JG I EAE Rl &) Z /i 30,
Wl gy ) S i SCRIEZ 1) ) ) < T SC— BRIy “AR” [11]. BRIk, SRR WY 1B B0S R in T
UROMR, SCRPROBUE SN TR . Pynte (1996)fEHEEDUANSEIGH, R ERP SE46 T B 5 2 A8 BRI 5
Xof M SR AR 58 EL SN, A/ AN BAE I R aT 73 ) 5 A S ASAH GBI IC A & b W e SR B A B
R AE7E BT 2 PR I LR s AAHIC BB 5] AT N400 PR EE K, B IE i@ s /s, DR IESE R &
b AR R R AT E K £ FAEH . Blasko 25 A (2006) I\ B = XA KR BB L RFECE 18 X8 2 1811
B LT RIS LN, AR SO T AT, AT BRI R 3, W SRR T MR B TR .

3.2.3. IHFEFEMTEXPOVEHAR

Nelson (1992)F%2 [ i 125 BUEE I LM AR, #lx GO — 1AV IEAE, i NEiEeE
—IERIEE, TIENFEIEFIEMNEAR . B REOUT, W L REE A 1 B ) 1) B R S B
TR SO BT R . 58 A SEIONE oL, Bl i ) B ok ey 2 A F B TR R . 2B =R L
T, BB R R IRIEH BRI SR, Tl X R (0 7 T = S Elos a7 T = R IA
HEATRIRE, R B 0 i A O B AT R R, R R EE 20 LR R[17]. BWEER R, Haiit
Wl B 0 LA 1 R AT BRI AR L Bt By 1) A T = SR AT B E BT TR B LA R AR AR . &
SRR 5 2R B F B F A R R SR T E B, [ R R SR LA A B

Vaid 55 A\ (2015 F0 VG 9L XGEF 0 T8 &b, A1 & SO Mes . ME# AT BLE 3n TR
M7 HE 7+ 7 X - Roberto R. Heredia £ Ménica E. Mufioz (2015)% 51 1E 5 21 5256 /2 g2 By i in T 2
B Sz 2% g gl 1ot 1 T 80 0 B ) i B AR, R BRI (B, creampuff) SR SS IR S AT IR 1)
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W (LN, the coward boxer), F-75 82 KR PR 1 (1) Bamgy SCR 2T SCRIBOEFERE . SEIG— 82 7 XUE
TEUT B 7E R AT R R 0 ms A1 1000 ms Ji7 &2 SCBOETE G, KPR o] HE2EE, (H2 1000 ms J& 71
NFFESE, RS R R BN TR R

33. FEMERR

3.3.1. FROBHRHEKRIERPIL L HS

£ 20 98 5 1t (the Graded Salience Hypothesis, Giora 1997, 1999, 2003) 15 5l FRARH A 25 DI AH 2 o S5 58
ARV E BRI L R BB A AL A s BOAR B E S, BRI RLZ 1% (conventionality) . A%
(frequency). #A2& i (familiarity) % J5 28 14 (prototypicality) 5 g 11 Ab T R B B4 B I gmbid L, ZELEAR
R SIS BE R, T BLAE TN R B = SOE B R IS 7K (Giora 1997, 1999; Giora & Fein 1999,
b; Giora, Fein & Schwartz, 1998; Giora, Peleg & Fein 2001; Peleg, Giora & Fein, 2001). R, ZER ik AR
SR L SRR X — AR R A, I TR PAT Y, X R E @R WA S AR IR b SR AN T
SRR, AT AR BT T, A =R, EEHAAAERMIE S, FiFEELEZ
P55y, X BRAREE A AR, ARy 1 ™ AR A (Literal Sailence Model)s 254%™ 2%
W ERRE &M AR S B e, IR il SR uE ], ARG RSN, HEE
R ST R FRAT S AT A SR BRI EAM S 1) 15 S BT E T, 6 A
BUHIFIE A5 AL SL FRAE A 2) 6 SCCEALEIZ MR JRE0” SCRC. ARSI, i SR
JeAb R 3) FEVE F PRI, VB SO 1A SUAE B AL I AR IR 2 A PR Y, B TEE BRSO

EH NN, FHRDARUAEFTEMRLE U2 A M U i R s, O EEAET “REE” X
— R OMER: BT R ORI R AR B AR A RN T . BRI, AT DA 2 AR 2R A SRR 7 15 2
FEEA OFES P

3.3.2. I/FFROBHRAPRIBERAR

A T B 20 5¢F B E2 i T AL BT 78 Hh, Blasko A1 Connine (1993) (8 732 1 20K B e fr Rangi (1
TR SO R EGE L . X SRR PN R R, OARGEE, TONEE M. AR R
250 T SORAR T B Ak, (B T SOa AR IR 22 A ey £ 7 1 SCAE A
WE AR A W R s el Bk EAR AR By, G S T SO A T SRR PTG s IRE B R
W DU A P T L [18] . £R b, AR PRI T R v v ) 0 TR ER AR R P LA 3R

Tartter % A(2002) AT 78 25 5% DL A T 8 2 X i 50 e i L 88 £ — A% ] AL HL B8R A DAL Wi )77 2K
BIEEREAT (1, 3B T AR S RIS 5 A AT ([ 1912 B 90 5 SR A B LA 2 T L) i R B LU
RS R 1o S A S FUAL(BRP)SEAR 45 SRR W, YT I8 B A 50 s H S ) 46 e ) T AR
Mg i 235 2. (1 F1) 5 ERPs [ 22 57 o BT A) 45 B2 1) 5 A0 1T SR 45 2 ) 1 IRl LB T AE 300 ms~500 ms B[] 7
PIEZE, S5 N400 RN AR S ir 45 R A7 rf e WETE SR, Bama AN A 5 300 1] & oL
PR T I IR, AERIMI [ B AR T A AR T B B SRR . AL, Tartter S5 N HORT T
R PN 2 AL it 77 BN BEAT K, AR5 S T I BE ey SRR IEIE R AR 45 R TR et SR A5 2
REARVL, MER U BRSO, NERSR G0, MRIEELE 5 IR RE 2 R A B L
P LA 04 58 LR [20] -

Laurent ¥ A(2006)K il ERP FBricsx 1 30 Ak B8, 55,8 (19 5115 0 B AR (i 3 B
M SOBEAT R FIWTAT 55 o 5 SR WY ™ B (0 3 18 B R 1A1 75 i () N400 i /N1 9517 8 S 1 R 1R
(1 N400, Jf HLER R 98 ™ 5 ) ST S ML A T HABAE B — A 00 . IX e ss B WI AR B P A s ik, o
W SGERTLLE BT .
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Lai, Curran fil Menn (2009){# ] ERP %2 | & FUFI T flbam 7)1 B2 10 Ay, SHa). Bk
e ) N R BEAET ) 1) N400 73 7E 320 ms~440 ms P IR K o 75 KT (8] 2 P (440 ms~560 ms), & K FS
Wy ) AR T SCR) i FRBOE A T RAE, TR RS e ) U — ELRRF R R . X RN — &2 5 — A
4 B BT A W B 5 B B KN %% 0210 IR, Lai 8 NAOBF R0 T 210 SCA) . JRa g+ R B
Rl ) T 5 SR LA B 57 400 e e ) B AR T R K IR N 3%, A 1) 350 20 b SRR 4 R AR
Bl SAR A By SR R, B B e AR R . De Grauwe %5 A (2010)f# ] ERP 2% 22 Bagy Al [ )
TR ERR, 0 A0 U0 B LAy SCAE N400 B [B) 3 N st Ll , B Ja ol 5 B8 2 A 0 8% it
ITREE N, FREA T SRR R AR -

KB N (2012)F 52 T WSSDUE BRI, —JSREAT B SOCH I X, B SURRE X 5—2H R
A A S N400 F I H %o 85— ] (e 2 To e SCHr P 3 ) B S A0 SR Bh808E s TR AR SO R 79 A sz 6 o 1)
B RAR B AR IR ABL . WAL, I SV R IR B (R AN 9% S 1D A SCAE 5 AT e o I (1 R A 4
WG, SCRERR SRV T SR E RIS S . Kk, B FH AR ST AT T ) T SRR S R SR AR
TR KA R (2015) HIHF 7T DA 2 N AARBR T 42 1] R X N AR B 44 17 A AR, 25 552 N\ A4 [y 44 1] Jin L (e isf
[pei A R Y N N U A B S B N o) et = R PV i e == s S - A DN N L
A AR I0 TR TRDEERR, R b S5 200 N 35 14 A1 e 008 B 4 b i B N A R gl 44 1] 4 T

3.3.3. IRFROBRIEOTEME

Cieslicka (2006) LA ST AERE, $RFE T i85 215 2 Wl # g — 5 1) S iERIA, SERCR SIS 5 30
a3, DARSBAC BB A N OXT G S0 5 B s A ) 1B A T SCRE DR 1Y) B AR 1] b =) 1 B = SUAE %
() B AR 1A 2 SR A SRR, SCRE T i SO R TR AL . BRI, A B AR AR TN 2
TR S oA, 30 SR T i SO AR

Ibafiez 55 A (2010) PA s 7K P KA T BIAEAE 5 =) & ik, 25 100 15 A0 37 34 1) — S0k DA S e gy 755 SL i)
P, Z WU ERPs WHFLREH, fEREMRERRMIRIENS, BREZ X T FHHRBUK. 55458 KIS K11
T ) G RAEE I AL AL, R 3 ZKSPATS TH 2 2 ma B in T S 2R &R .

Roberto R. Heredia 1 Monica E. Mufioz (2015) 73 Il 7E 9 25 S 56 25 2 Bl (1) Tk 78, B Sz 25 524
AT BT 2 i B ) (B R, BRI R R IR (LL T, creampuff)>ROCERSERTHB 1IN A (LL i, the
coward boxer), 75 %2 [ M 114 (B SR 710 LI BOSE R . SRES — M4 RSP BRI TR, (B
FE, SEIG TS AR ME R F B AR SR ()i n TR UM A 1 25 . DA 45 SRR W 00 38 T il
AFRERI I L7 2 R KPR A XUE & AT DB R R A Ry i S (S5 —)s AR, B AKCE mE B L
W PEVE 5 AN AR U0 2 (S50 ) M) 5 AT B8 22 B N 8% g 3 ELGT Bamgy SCRN 1T SC3EAT AT I L, B
THT SCARITBE AT SRS RS SR Ul #2 rT HAR 1 [22]. R, BT e v, X2 SCrn TR L E . {5 2,
S AR AL R B L b AR R AT ) £
4. B

AT AT R G R AR 0 AL AT FEREAT [0 05 AR o AN b R AH S BIE FERT B B
] S T S N B A AN T s B SCEE TN T ST T B AN AR AT Tk (AT B A s A T
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