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Abstract

The study investigated processes of updating and context access in switching of the focus of atten-
tion in working memory. Two experiments required participants to apply successive operations to
three digits in working memory. Experiment 1 consisted of two operating sequences. In “retrieval
and updating sequence”, participants had to retrieve one of three digits, and update this digit.
“Retrieval sequence” only required participants to retrieve the digits, but without the requirement
to update the digits. Results showed that switching costs were larger in “retrieval and updating
sequence” than in “retrieval sequence”. Experiment 2 required participants to use the results of
equations to replace one of three digits, and two operating conditions were consisted. The results
of equations were the same as the digits it replaced for “non-updating condition”, and different for
“updating condition”. Results showed that switching costs were larger in “updating condition”
than in “non-updating condition”, and switching costs were significant in “non-updating condition”,
in which only context access was included. The present results demonstrated that processes of
updating and context access were involved in switching of the focus of attention.
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FXER TR AERERFROEFNE REFILRE. WA SRERPORE TELZ A EriEF=
M, HENREARFHET —RIBH. LREFRMEEFS: “REEEHFS” EXfes
KEPN=AFFHE—A, IR -FHTES; “REUFH” RERFARE T, MERNHF
EH. GRER, “RHAEHTFI” HRFEBAMAT “REFH” FRERAN . KR2ERPRA
BREA-NERNERBAEABEFHH—A, HREFMBHEFME: £ “EFXE" T, ERANE
REBRBROBEFAR; £ “EEFFME” T, AANEREWERNEFHA. SRER, “EHk
7 THHEBRAMAT “FEEFHRME” THRREAYS: £ “FEFFHE” T, EREAATESRAE
ZaFH, MAEBENERENAN. BMERNERUHN, ERERFRABEEFNERFIIERE.
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1. 51§

—FRRE I 2 B RN, AR TAR IR AR —AME BN L AR O L ——3F £k s (focus of at-
tention), VI & A S AEATE — I %I K BE SR ) — A TAEICAZ 00 H #1470 L (Garavan, 1998; Oberauer, 2002). At
MTEEEEEX ZATE N T, 87BN R A IR I H 2 (Al . 5 R AR S A B GO T B
TAEICAZ 0 A LEN L BAG B 5 S i, 3SRk — F o () LA i A2 B —— [ 05228 (the concentric
model) 4 vE B A8 s AE N HAZ 0o & 2 — (Oberauer, 2002; Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer, Souza, Druey, &
Gade, 2013; Oberauer & Lin, 2017).

AL TE AT 55 R % 52 B AU R & 5. Garavan (1998)fx F R A X — 8 U St sl
HHOLR . SCI0 BRI A B (ML A TE) 2 il R — N F (T H), SR a0 X A S gk A7 —

B, T RN X — B B SR (O H B 2RY) ;s ) — i R ) BE R (i H ek
). SERKRI, TH FH SR SR AT I R SRR S RN, XA S BN 2 R O AR
AR, WHFE RACIZ RS LA, B viEhr, N2 MEEE VIEEE SRS
(Basak & Verhaeghen, 2011; Berti, 2016; Frenken & Berti, 2018; Janczyk, 2017; Lendinez, Pelegrina, & Le-
chuga, 2015; Linares & Pelegrina, 2018; Stewart, Hunter, & Rhodes, 2019; Verhaeghen, Geigerman, Yang,
Montoya, & Rahnev, 2019).
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Aok, HET

WA R A R AN EAR S, EIRIEZ RN, B A S TR
FEIH 2 (B X R — P W SR R fE o AR X MO A, FETE B A, A SO SR IR ) [H]—
ANIH s AHAED H AR, F RS FmEN—ATH 03 5 — AT, MR 51X Fh il
P K ABEICIZ MRS, H AR B W] RS2 3] 53 AP BRI 2 1Y) S0 o

FEMONERE R EICIZERAE S, SRR SN H AR, I TR O AN I H B
B LI SR I A A e AR R IR 7 A — TR A S, Kessler F1 Meiran (2006)% %2 |
X ) o S R AR M T B AT — RIS, FRRISES I GE FI I H Z 8] 1)K R (2
AR R e B I H B SRR H e ek . SEEG IO W B I ME AR, DURAITH IR £ “HF
Bk N, BRiEEEAE, HMNETERETF SR £ CAEERAMT N, BisEEMRE, M
IR B ORFEANR . 25 R BoR, PRI B T I AN 2 e AN 835, RO SE o0 v i i
Hd PR . B TR R AR, RSO R D ST S R R P R BRI AR . (HAE
Kessler il Meiran (2006) 1 7o, 7EI0H B2 RN H K8 h, 7 R T 5 — DI H 1 E
FORES, TR —DIH K EFRE . B, 25— DIHy KA i, LK P Rh s A
TE R CHE AR R RRECRAL, AT — AN OUE RERTRE Y CHE AR, WTReA AR
X PR E N RE 2 S SR 45 R

IR FUIRIR, Ui AR REE PN T H 2 (4, A — NI H 0 SRR ) e 2 syt S AR A
Bt fE . Ecker & 1VEF )— & 5IWE 5t (Chang, Ecker, & Page, 2017; Ecker, Lewandowsky, & Oberauer,
2014; Ecker, Oberauer, & Lewandowsky, 2014; Singh, Gignac, Brydges, & Ecker, 2018)iAN, TAEiCAZ %}
HE S aREmAd e —Moalrid s, IDHEANAAETES S OB MRIGE 5 —Moh
R AR, RIIIHBH N A FESE A EFEWEE. B, xTHT “3~5” , HFHEZK 3 THrh 8 i,
By 3 HBELGHE AR EMERRIRGS; HA8T 8 HELEH A RIIL B EHHRIL . XA LR,
BRI AR E R OE . BHRIE R, BUE A NS S5 SALE IR A Re 8 2 ik, R
B e, A MRS 2 B I A E LAE 2, MR R 1 S Bk 2 (Lewis-Peacock, Kessler, &
Oberauer, 2018; Oberauer & Vockenberg, 2009), XA, HiERESEWANIH 2 [WFHn, e
—AMNHMERG, Z0HEA WA S 50 S FHRGR 28 B g AAE TAEICIZ R, X Al e sgm
BT R AR R I AR . P, 7EE S E AR RV b (R ST ARy, R ZER AT — AN IUH (SR
RSHATEYN, DAVCECIESE AT H M EEFOIRES . AT H B—>N, FEVCHES— s Y i gL A
TUH BRSO B A b, 3 — D B S B AR U R (R R

AN RAFBOE R R SO N, 7E TAEIRAZ A, AN E A TR 1 S E (i R A E),
M0 H 2 [ F AL i A BT X 4y, Bk, SR eTER N — A ENERME, A5
ZREXTIX — I H #4750 L (Linares & Pelegrina, 2018; Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer et al., 2013; Oberauer
& Lin, 2017). f4n, 7£ Garavan 5T, #alad & DA Y (0 “ =M R T—ER 08T )R
RN EE, ERESEAFERASE—ASE N RVINE, SRRz BN iTiEH. 1
PEIXFOUL A, A TITH KA, R0 H AT, EEE R EAATE E s B .
B B A ST S BRI RO — MR, AR I B E XA AR R . AR H
=N, NSO FRER AL B ) SRR A

CELRTIR, B S B A e R AN SO AR, o, SRE0 1 BT ERE SiiR
2 — T ERERERE, T SRE SO R . B FON TR B AR U b A
iR A EERE L.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.104057 457 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.104057

At ST

2. SLIF 1

S 1 BRI =M (L0 00 SR I ) 0l R B — DN, IR IR =AMl AT — RYIEH.
FRYE HT A FL(Ecker, Lewandowsky, Oberauer, & Chee, 2010; Lendinez et al., 2015; Linares, Bajo, & Pele-
grina, 2016), & 1 WEMWFEEFH: —Fy “RIEEWRFL” , X—FHIERE AR IR+
— MO RECT, FERX BT R SRy RIEA” X A A SRR IS )
By, MATRNPOREFER . FMaEFCRENARIEEER. fETH HmE R, SR
IEEAR M R — PP s (EDH e R, SR s AR 1) AN A R BT i X A
B, NSRS A E DRSS e VLA 78 “RINHERFH” b, BRI
HIIS 5, 78 “RIUF2)7 b, AR H A SR SEie 1@l e iz S 51 i
AR 5 SR TNV A A LR S

21 MRAE

2.1.1. #k
KA 28 N 14 N), “FIAER 21.25 %(SD = 1.11). #0 Sy sidr iEXL D 1E%, Z Ri RS it
AL, AEALMRAE S5 f5 3R AT 10 TCHEN

2.1.2. SEI&t
2 (FFAI&AE:  “IRELHEHES” o CHREUFHT ) x 2 (SR, T EE KA. T H )
BEEMERE R XA RS A % B anmi ik, AR N IE# R A [ S

2.1.3. SER{UERFAH

SIS N B AN, RoREs 17 FEF, pHEE 1024 x 768, FilHTHFE 60 Hz. SLEGFE K E-Prime
L1gw, PRRESAA6, IR EPERERZ 60 cm. SLIRMEM IV R FMERIZHE, YIGEHTFE
129 Z[aBEHLLER:, HARBEAE “=77 2 “+77 ZEAE “+07 M “—07 )HEHLiLEE. HIaaHTmEAR
BEMPE NG, SREMEEGHR—F, 70 Time New Roman #83, 75444 5.

2.1.4. SEIGTERF

[E—NEEFA N 1)F, R RS2 “Start” FoREORETER, KAy 800 ms. AR
WEIMA A, FEMEAMPIGEERT . Y—MEERIGE ST 20, #lHEEILX —PmaHs,
FEBEA A R B 7B X N2 T BTk, R REEIR BRI B AR E . £ CPRIHE
BFA” , MERZEZIN, ZURMEGRIRIGER SIS E— Ry, W T EARIEH, HiEH
SR NZI R BT, FE LR B M N Z T AL . T CREUT A b, YHEARIEH R
i, i R TR IRBUHE N I Aa T, ST R ARE R, L RITER T X I NI R, M
TC e ¥ ia a5 RAE N ZAE R BT . il FR SO SOt ¢ sluig A N f2 . E— N E A B
RIZHILEI 9K, FRISHESERIE 12 9 i) NP, WE-ANERSEIE, FMEAR
BHE = NEAREE B FRERE B E N 0.5,

PRI BT 51 & A4 5 AP FIIIZR I A 26 AP FIIIE N SEE, — P4k o 58 s Se B B B #7741 7,
SRS TR RIUT A7 o fEIERSER T, e “HRICE SRS T e o H A 2R
AT H 4R % 104 IR, £ “HREUTHN” 4359 106 ¥R 102 K.

2.1.5. BN
(£ MBS, HESR P O SR I H R SRR e SRR, A il X i s

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.104057 458 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.104057

Aok, HET

B NERAIN, A X — B R g [ B TER . RIS, AN RIECR A R, R R UG B
SN RAZ ISR B SO o 5286 1 AT IE A PR RICR AL ) [ B o AT TR G 1 S5 2 T AT
5 0.05.

Fl%az
Fll#9

T BB L AR 2 B S B TS S, RO H R R R 2 R
3 IR R GOAMBE OB TIZE, MRITH H . VIR MRS 2
—H ISR b, BRI B R NS T 5k o RSN [ TR R D 100 ms.

Figure 1. An example of partial displays of stimuli in an operational sequence
1. BNBEHEFHIP ISR Z2I RG]

22. &R

IERRR A NI W% 1, 70 7300 IERA SR A S NN 54T 2 x 2 R INETT 2. IERERER, F
PFMERNARE, F<l; RBSEMENNAEE, F(1,27)=282, p=0.104; —FHZHIEHE,
F(1,27)=6.73, p=0.015, n; =0.20. FRIHNAGIGLERE R, 7F “RECHFEF T h, HIHELZR
AU IER S T 00 H H B A IER®R, F(L, 27) = 11.82, p=0.002, n; =0.31; 7E “4REUFHI” H,
PRI ) IEf R Z R AR, F<l.

Table 1. Means and standard deviations for accuracy percentage (%) and reaction times (ms) of two stimulus types in dif-

ferent sequence conditions (M + SD)

R 1. TEIFFISHE T FFhR] 2 R IF 5 2 (%) 0 & R BT (ms) B9 {EFIFREZE(M + SD)

TWiH EE AT T #4257
B SRS B SRS
$RICH 55774 91.36 + 5.64 1999 + 445 88.76 £ 6.33 2661 + 558
FEHUF ) 89.84 +6.06 1934 + 360 90.26 + 6.06 2122 +390

SR AR RN, RO R, F(L, 27) =30.66, p<0.0005, n, =0.53; HIMAL T M
3%, F(1, 27) = 82.00, p < 0.0005, v} =0.75; EE )&, —# L AR, F(1, 27) = 40.60, p < 0.0005,
M, =0.60. KHAEFUM, (6 “TRELHEHFH" b, BRORIEEAL T R 2 B (AR, 662 ms)
KT “HREUTH)” h #1725 (188 ms). A SN IR RN,  “PRHCH BT Al “H2HUF 517
P BARMN S 3%, 43 F(L, 27) = 12058, p<0.0005, n? =0.82 fll F(1, 27) =9.95, p<0.005, 7,
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=0.27,

SR 1 GURUH], RN B AR R AR, AW S, AR RO, Sk 1 wE
“HRICH SRR AN CBREUF AN, AEISHRS 2 MR FEEPOIRAS . ROk, K8 2 R
BRFPIIRRE R M AR, FEEREF SN EERASH FERORE, XAOE S
WO A R R R B A I RIESE . SEIG 2 I B S AR R BT A UL AR

3. 5CI& 2

S 2 BRI EU A (LL 0, ShEh . W) BRI — DT, SRR — MRS R B
Horh—MEFiar % . RIS (Ecker et al., 2010; Ecker, Lewandowsky et al., 2014; Qin & Basak,
2020), B 2 WEMMIEE KM £ “HEHKMT N, BEANERSEBERNETARE, BRERE,
BT ool 75 “IEEmE&Nt” T, SN REEERMEFHE, SRE8E, SiEr
FARFEAAS . 926 2 WU B I H A 2RI H 8, B s 1 AR

FESESS 2, SHULES— SRR R A AN U H M EHORAS, S i s S ot H B S 2K
VBRI H F 4R, WX s B IR S AR AR R A e
SO CHEETEART B CAEERAMET PRI SRE 2 BT R AT (1) @ LA S H A R
TR 5 SR N AR UL SN s (2) R I AR TE R A R AN B S S RO AR,
TEIX—2A N, RS R TR S B 2 W, W07 S O SEJAH R 87, W RAFE L4440
23X P 45 A RN R e S i s AR O

3.1 HRFG*E

3.1.1. #ik
KA 28 N(FE 14 N), “FII4ER 20.50 %(SD = 0.92), #i B R [F] Sz 1.

3.1.2. SEIEit
2 (BHEKM: “HEEgM” o “AEEEAAET ) x 2 (RIEETY. WiHREERA, HHERRES
B SIS BT . XHE AT AR W B U FT ik KA BN IER R A N o

3.1.3. SER{UERFAH

FESEN 2 v, SEIARME IR AIIGE T AR, WA ETAE 1 & 9 2 [MBENLILES:; FACAmEMn “3 +
27 )L “5-17 B, $oind (BOREO £ 12 9 ZEBEHLLRE, IEERB)LE 1 2 7 2R
W, “EAMEHSRE L Z 92N, HEekEER% 1 HF.

3.1.4. SLGTERF

56 1 HAMIA . £ 2, = MIEE TR A, SO ORIREIL, i
Piaas T 2R, BREGBUCIZIX AT LSk g . TR, RREI MBI, ZRYE
A S A 25 BB AR b — IR EC T, LRI A . SEi 2 BT I PR E: (1) — Mgl
Froli e 23 9 MEX, HEAFAAABERMMIEH P I MiR)E — M ER, 8RN 19; (2 f£—1ie
HFolR)a, ERPGURIEIA LG, SOMEGRERAH Y. BEXWMEE, galtEmlesr
S E— A, IRRRER L A e s AN R, A BEPRIEXS Fe 28 A0y S\ 1L

FE—MNBHEFHI, ARIPIBEFRM, FDERIE RSN E— RO A F R BE
0.5; NEPRIPEA, W _ANEARSHEITE, BMERSHS LRSS NEUEH R BRI E
N 0.5, LI EHE 5 MBS HFHI LRI 100 M S FI R IEA LS, /E RS, BoslrE “ ERxr”
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P58 59 VI H AR SEMAN 62 YR H LSRR, fE “ARSERARIET RN 61 K.

3.1.5. BEoth

TESESS 2, ORISR RIS B R TR A BT SO, ARSI H I IER %, X P B AT A
R AT R —5(e.g., Ecker, Lewandowsky et al., 2014; Garavan, 1998; Kessler & Meiran, 2006;
Oberauer, 2002; Oberauer & Vockenberg, 2009; Unsworth & Engle, 2008). ZIEix e AFFFT, S286 2 Hik
T AN A SR IR EE, T A TR S L RN o A, FEXTS B A IR R AT U
SE,  HE AR — NS T FI e = NN R, AR g JR I A IR . S5 2 R
SINTIER IS B F 5 ) SONER S %o S B2 R 5 S5 58 1 AH ]

3.2. &R

x5 P 1 [ B IER % 9 90.00%. [ MR HdE e 2, 2 x 2 MR E g RN, 18
R MM, F(1,27) = 119,51, p<0.0005, n2 =0.82; MIWKAEMM L, F(1,27) = 115.96,
p<0.0005, n? =0.81; HEMZ, “HFRLHMAEE, F(1,27)=33.97, p<0.0005 n; =056, ZHAE
FIUEH, 76 “BE&ME” F, PIRRIESCEA I sOv i 22 5 e AR A, 762 ms) KT “HJEH¥i & F =%
22 (431 ms). A AT I 45 o, “ TR T RS 23, F(L, 27) = 91.75, p < 0.0005,
My =0.77; WERR, “IEEFFKME FOHEBAMBEE, F(L 27)=130.75, p<0.0005, n; =0.83.

Table 2. Means and standard deviations for reaction times (ms) of two stimulus types in different operating conditions (M +

;3)2. NEIEE &M T ARFHRIE2EE & BB (ms) i {EFIFREZE(M £ SD)
T H 4R T H $ k7
SR AT 1300 + 308 2062 + 567
RSB AT 901 +171 1332 + 241

SRS 2 ZE I (1) SERTSUME R A S R R, MR B I T, BN ROR, X RISEER
LE5R—8G (2) 78 “AEEH KM AR R BN, U S AU P A e A DU 2
4. g

AL SRR R A A ROS AR, o, SERG 1 IR RS ARG H R
RIS, SLI 2 R H T AN EER T H W EFRES, IS SLI/E TR — AR A Ao 82 AN I H
FORAS R R L, B DR LIS 2 I AR AR BRI, DA s G
o SRR, SRR B Sl R R SR AT SO R
41. FEERFRPHERTE

PN SEEG 25 AR B, TR B I H SRS, SR R A RO TR R . IR AT [R) OB ALY
HEZLT, 45600 NB T H T 50 dh 47 ff ke . [R] Fh 0o 8228 (Oberauer, 2002; Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer
etal., 2013; Oberauer & Lin, 2017)I\ A, 7 TAEEAZH, HINFIMES A X HIME B AT B EA7HUX (the region

of direct access), LRI H 5455E 0H S EAINGS, M0iE B AR R AERAE B AU LS — T H
BEATIN L. fEIX A . (1) R R T R AR S EER A X I 2 R (R A, 2

APPSR RTIE: (2) MEEARX K ME BA S INES A RN, R S POB BBk
HIEAIX, Bposeir)e, EEMARTIEEE K.
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MR F O AL, FEARRE T, ZFEO T T BREAAIX, AT 5%E 1 s B AR
g5, i, el AFE T “ O afT - 8T - BT RFE=MEO0ET, W=7 050
HE—, FME ARV EMEGE. £525 1, T “REEERHTFA” , GiERE s —F 3
BB R, X —BEEE T R SR AL B ARFR R0 (Chang et al., 2017; Ecker, Le-
wandowsky et al., 2014; Ecker, Lewandowsky et al., 2014; Singh et al., 2018). {H & 2 [A RS H A B2 4
filebr, TEEBETERUE, A AR SR IR AT 2 BT I i 47 7 B A7 HUX (Lewis-Peacock et al., 2018; Oberauer &
Vockenberg, 2009). # Fk, fEHHEERAUF, X—EEKEFITERZE S, W EZWkS .
AR H F iR, R S BB 5 — AN B TR AL E, IR IBGZAL B T
SRIEA BEXT BT S8 . XA H S 3 2 52 B A HUX il — T H B4 G828 ¥ 4/ (Oberauer, 2002;
Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer et al., 2013; Oberauer & Lin, 2017): —/7 T, HFRRZ I SAr B5 R
ST INE FABOER; 5 —J7 1, WIMRT P ETE B ST IRIRBOERE . DRI v AR AU e T FH it
R, AR T “REUFH” , ERE S LTS8, AfEERT—IUE R
JRIENT I H e 3SR ()T, DRI A AU e i FH PRI TR0, S e R D

FESEES 2 v, XTI H R, RS R BRI ENET TS A E, IR
—AL BB FATEAC, B, TR RRT— U AR R ST R s A BOE R . 1A,
FESEES 2w, “HETAET A CHEEE A T RI—ANEEFA, Bk, TR ITE BHREE
JRE T RE 2 TS EE M “HESR AT M SUERUE R . (BRI — 3200, 24— ANEUE 5 T R
Jo, E—EarEAEHTS5E S ENMREIREANH ST SE R, SRR H B AA X
(Oberauer, 2002; Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer et al., 2013; Oberauer & Lin, 2017), TjiX X} #Fiz 5 244
HANFERFEE . BT T “FEZ47 , Al —BORBer g5 G, AN R 2 SR/
FHET R SRR, S SAADOI R TIBOR,  BImvE = A AU F I TR B, e AN
R o IR PR RSN I 2 5 4 A okt ELRRAF I X, RIS 2R “ AR 467 7S Se A7 DU R TN,
CRITAT “AESEHT 2 (e A U B I I TRV, SR L/

42. IRERERPHERFRIRE

FESER 2 o, FE “HEEFHMT T, ERAAERRBUHRM SO, AR ET R,
R e — DXONTE T, T A B3 B R A AR W R AL B e, T A R R A
P Ao GORVISRRIL T B35 AR . X BB 5 SAE U R 06, TR R R AR 1
FAFRUL R

WIHTATIR, (ESEH 2 h, CHETARMET AN CIREEAAET BT R-ANEHEFAL B, “ARERT%
7 R SR TR Z 2] R IR T, R R T R, DA R
LY FATROLRE, AT B 04 T R% 2 NS AIIET N RIE S, AR EE )y “ARE
Wk AE” NEOL. XSS, R R MAXIZ S P R T S0, R, AR A
PTG H 75 SALE 2 MR, I A 2 2 B G IR BTt 49 RIRRIL T B
(¥ 641 (360 ms), Ziih4E M F(1, 27) =53.00, p<0.0005, n% =0.66. XFHEERME—LUH, FE&
R AR R U R

43. HIRENX

AWERYRE T B ARHE R T A AR B ol SR, AR, R R
fig L S R 1 R AR A I 2 IR R (R R o 0 4 i 4 SR TR SR R R R R R AR A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.104057 462 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.104057

Aok, HET

— 71, BORRemE AR A AR ST, R R I A FE Y R AR RUS AR
AT FCIENARRM TR T —AFA A ERTABTTE T, R R @ 5 B4 2 A s 1 .

B, 7EEZL\EHLH](Basak & Verhaeghen, 2011; Janczyk, 2017). #HZE 41 (Berti, 2016; Frenken & Berti,
2018)F1/MA& 2 52 (Lendinez et al., 2015; Stewart et al., 2019; Unsworth & Engle, 2008)F, £ £ 5 B 75 B A
T H 2 A e, 075 EAF I H 1 5o B, JRRIE 347 B A5 %245 ) 80N (Price, Colflesh, Cerella,
& Verhaeghen, 2014) i, V3 &£ M BERR EAEDH Z A Fe e, EFHEAAIHE ME RO E . RARF B E
BT SAFBOLRE, PR A FIAEE R R, DASE IR N PR AR R AR AR ) A R AL
il

5. &g

A FAGRU T L5 (1) FEEER RS R, 250 H R, R R T
R (2) ERAE AR OET SAPIRE, e n AT S0 B A, A e R %M

A AR
E&InE

2015 M AR “+ 7 MR B(15G41) FEBh I H .
SEHk
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