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A RV — TR O ETE
—EEREEBEMN A IEE L U R e ——

SH O E-/VR BHE

I.1x T ®» Kk

A b= FFEIC O T ORI OGN, Stroop (1935) & X - Tl iz,
O A P — FFHBOART X4 MREMT Sh-BRE, fli ket
B “BE7 LW LT, ekl ERIELED, Tha] &R
BT A ENRDBND, HEETRWO FE” < U CRIGT B HE T AR
M, BB ‘a7 i L TRIGT 3 RE CRAMFREE IR S, £
DOW, ThHE] LW iFACHNHERE, BoTtErhcE UXEr 5
DI EAEEN L, UL, [B2] LORETHT 50005k
RNIIEA GIRE Ry FOEE I BECERNTELS DD, 2ED A A —F
R L, AAEILOPBED, ArLOPBEID LERCKELIRBLHEKT
H%bs

COTFHOIERFMELA P L —TEHROE 1 OB TH Y, BrbLILFiA
BN AETLDE EEHMA AL — 7 ZR (reversed stroop effect) &5,
A= TR0 2 ORI, COHROHEEETHD, CHIXAREOH
WETHAETD LV IHE (Regan, 1978) bV, o < O FEMERE Hv
FedER LA X T 5 (Biederman & Tsao, 1979 ; Fang, Tzeng & Alva,
1981 ; Morikawa, 1981 ; Morikawa, 1986). 55 3 D4 EIT ZIRBIE DRI E 1 2
BRBZETHD, LB LEBEOEVHAE (ol 21 ;28 ) Lk
DOHABEED I\ WARSLEE (A, BR), BToboRETOLE (b, HED)
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BRIMEEE LCHVA &, BAFREEC ST THEE, sk i
i, AR EREOBRKE L THEAL TV b THS (Klein, 1964 5 #f,
1988),

ARTEHZ DA A — RO MIREICO\C, FIECIRPER O KISEE
I E LA AL, BYCREREL CE - HRBEEMY A
WEE REBRECHLRLT — 2 2 hLICENT 5,

. RSk EEEEE L

(1) AL S 5 B8

A b= FTEHRIE, EARTEBCREL T DI, RAREEOR
BEA=V TV T 4 O & DB#EZ B L T2 2RLHEE TS OBF%
DL E T, L L1960, RANDE¥ 0 RBICH - TRESRAEE A
DDDRRBBEATITHN D X 51t -7 T HIX AR MERE AT L Cum
L, RISELTHTIT 5 ECo—HEohE LTE Db, TOAMMDRERM
BT DR OEEAYHONC L LY ETHBDTHD, cDT7 F e —
FCHBERNEO —FEORNDE LT, EDLSI2ODERNTFEHLS 5D
DB D, CHhBDOFRED M TRIBI R T3 FHo MBI LT3
DOHNBT b b, —DDIXMBEATEEC KT TEHHTHD, — 2Dk
FIGH IR0 5 FHBHTH Do =20 UL KIS H 7 LABT o BB ST 0 JLHE B p
CTEERDDLIMUTH D, Z0DDONBEFECEIT BB, SHICA b —
THROBEOHIBADLE R b D &, EIRLE Klein, 1964), HikBE
(Martin, 1978), ¥ (Neill, 1978), H##: (Kahneman & Chajezyk, 1983)
Lo 7o REERE O WILEBRIC B % BILd BIRE LT E i IR d bh
Do TNTNER LD ETNAICL 5T, FOMIERLUHEDBFEDAFED
LediEx ThD, Thb3ODHDLELRMBEEYEET S,
OQaEATIF (perceptual conflict) : = DBITA v — FTEHEHMEATIO

(1) ZROEFC KT 5HINIEE (1985) KLV OTER IR,
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RS LOBRECRD TS, A b —7RIBUE, BLEFELVS 2 O0RIME
ExRb, Zhbhg4f5{EEh5, Hock and Egeth (1970) OEREIC X
A, A b= 7AWV 72 “color matching task” (Egeth, Blecker &
Kamlet, 1969) < “color counting task” (Derks, & Calder, 1969) &I\
TA MV =FFHERR LN DR TR BRI “Buor A" OMETH
D, THDLDOFFNEL RENDDDLDOFEHIRELRE LT3,

& bi Williams (1977) (ZFREICBIHE D H 2 IR () ofFHREL, &
B 7ot GB OBHELZ A CELI CLOTHBOEE YT,
FTORE, MELEEOD L LI b LT, RO OEHREDOHIN L 3
WCFBOEK Ui, BRI & EREL 2 2 1> TRSLit BT 54
HAMOHEL, COR/BTHBEELS &L L, THIXBRAKS(LARE (limited
encoding capacity) 12 X5 EfEE LT\ %o LA L2 OB TIL, (& XA —
FHLTBEE, TORBMOESBRENBIFCLENTE WO RER) R
b A E 5 EEE (Heintzman et al. 1972) BRI EZI R 2B TX It

O IGFHE (response competition) : & i BB D>, FREICIER K
TOEHRNHBHNCUE I N, RIGETIDAy 7 > THRELTUHEELS & T
BHEITHB (Stroop, 1935 ; Morton & Chambers, 1973 ; Posner & Snyder
1975). & ZCREBRKIGHTIA v 7 7 ICEET 5 ¥ COMEORE L RIE &
ENBHDT, “horse race model” (Morton & Chambers, 1973 ; Dunbar &
MacLeod, 1984) L& Fish5, COR#E L L, a) BLIFOMBIK
J&3y 7 > FCHINCHEL, b) FEOLBEIEOME L v, ¢) IELL Tk
WEEICH SR RIBR S DNy 7 s A - CERBIC TN E TS EWV5HET
BB A& VI LRIEHEC K TR ERBRIGE L) TEIHL T %, Dk
FHBRMOA M — 7T A VKT BTHBERRIGHIICH D & T 550 s
Vo L L, EIBBEEIET CIREMREBEEAN R A FI T EInuy,

B BHGE(L3 (semantic encoding) : &1L BHREIHEOLE R, X
NlcA P —FREE (Blx0E, BE—HEFEA b — TR, EEA - TR
M, %) R LTUHREINTLLD0FTH L, ZORTEIRESAT
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TR TG ERT 5 F CONBOBRBCTEERAE LS LERTH, ST
BELAOIABOEI LMEOBEMETH D, A A —THRELCE T, XF
L0 2 DI ABIMCHESESh, ThboRE L LHICERNICIV
ERTEHBMCEEL IR, Z0BE, RCEREIhEXFOREVEDL
5 HEDOBERNGEALHETSL L V55D THS (Regan, 1978). LisL
Glaser and Glaser (1982) 1%, LA ELZHDHEL T ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ‘k%ﬁ%?&
WEE T, FORBER, AMREI D LESRCERRINTHARFEDORAL
FATUEE 5 o eDTH D, A b — 7 FHBORSEBHRASLEIETO
MIOEZ OB CCTHBTHHCSBEIEL S,

(2) BEx - JEQEEA PV —TFE

SEAE, EREMOTAICE D S BERAEEROERERNL DA LT
A AT HFgEs I ST\ 5 (Fang, Tzeng & Alva, 1981 ; Biederman
& Tsao, 1979). B HAFEIC B\ Tk £#EXF (ideographic character) T
B HEFT L FEEFE (syllabic character or phonological character) THh%
RELD 2 2OREHRE b - Cb, TND2ODRELEMTIEA L — T
ROBICEND D, MELOMNEFROBVEIBL TV EEZ LD,
Fmgetd(m&)@ZE%ﬁm@ﬁ%%(?liﬁﬁﬁknm,%25

FEHIERE) HACTHE— A vEE, EFE—EEE, EE-HARE EF -
ﬁ%)k%ﬁ%,s“W%%%%&%%ﬁ?%@%&ﬁNto%ﬁiﬁ%m
Bl 2 ¥EFEE FHHRWE LT HE L BAFEOMST T ABFHIILE KD D%
e, FRAARFE ETECIELAED 2TEREE LT EFELEAFOW
7T BBERIIGE RO DEHPBREI N, BRBEOBRIET T BET5
&, AARRE  HFE L L TR & KIGA—F LTV B RICTFEAKRED - 1,
Bz ¥, PEFBERE BRI IEERL— BARERIC X b ICRRHR, Thz
hoavibe— L lHERTER LD THD, Tl bOTFHEYEFTRIM
EPRARBTHAS EFEFWAEBKECIIEL QO EFOTHAKRE
Dyotz, Fi:, Shimamura (1987) Tik, GEAEHIREIC KW TEFELTEHH
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WOWDTT N AN TEBRBOR L ) BBCKETHEZT 52 LRl
72
S BICEWRBHEOROBETF - 4 02X PRICE, Fk (1988) DB
Fehh B, X, BAFE G B, H), ALEBEOFVERE (&, Hind),
HEEOE NS0 (A, BRink) HEF, REOWHORLEY KL, &
BEFHRERIC BT 5 THBOEAWETAND ERET o1, MRe BivT5
&, MBALEL S THENOLOBRNBIEE OB L LTHENTL VIR
PRESEZH IR A B, 7o, BEFER L EARLOLE TR, FFERIG TR
MEDMOTHBBCABLERE) -7y, A& vl LRGBS 5 & BT
DFMESR L D FHBENEBLRE VT LRI NI, FAMEIXERLE
P L hE L, BRABCE O OIEFTORP RN L b, I offRE
B A EIRIDIC R < B S I B 7o D I A IERRIC 1) 5 LB T EE X D &
KERTHHRELEL, TERETHET LRABCENZ DIRICH > IeOIXET
THBEILCREEZ E Lcied £ 2709,

. EHREEBAIC X 5 BHRE

(1) =HEPIEEME V2R

“BadE” vk, KBEZ X U &+ ahiRERRO EHEERMC L DI Lch
DT, MEM (electroencephalogram ; EEG) & $ETh, kkaE D EHERY
g tliEpR W B ol & 7o o T b, ZHIEXT LG, AJT S el s
SIS Ue— B o KB B BB bihs, Zhuk, @EO EEG &K
B CHREN (evoked potential ; EP) & FHEN 22 S\, FHFE BALIL
W ODBDAIC L o THR IR TWAR, 2hbDd5bT 80ms LREDHE
IR R B Loy, R &\ o iR AR KT 5 S D L&
2B Cw5b, TEHEINSDOBEAMI I VECERY B FREEEAA  (event

@) RIGEEA 722>\ Tid, MacLeod (1991) 233Hiftici7esd L E o —%
LTCWBDTLThaEBIN v,
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related potential ; ERP) &IN5, B DRERL & € Eh DBy DR
BFERICOWTIE, AL, /AR (1986) KEF LV O TR TILERT 5,
BRI BT B ERP $EEOFIEE L 2hbT B &, 1T ERP X
A DA LR Y EBENC R L Twb EE 2 bhb o L&, B, Ik
W8, BERE B E Vol STTMEREEOC &, 2 TBEFECIT Bk
WAL OEENBETESZ L ThD, ERP NEBERGICEE L WRIBIC
LT HERIh, Thick > CTroRBicx 35 0BRRL/RT ENTE
B, ZTT, AMA—THIBICKTAMEELE 2D L, XFERET DL O5H
RENTHEDBDONIE, G5 AE T2 X 5 HoR IR O L FOMIRIZDT
ERP %R L 95 LI X » C L DD EXEET PFRTE B, LITA
b — RO MEEE Y ERP & L L TRV B E OISR T 5,

(2) MHEEHEEMEIEEL L%

Hillyard, Hink, Schwent and Picton (1973) 1%, FCERZMIT D
WA 5 BT X o CTRIBERTRE 100ms Hic b DRy (N 1 YY)
DR T D Z ERHE LT, BIK, CThBIRBEIC N 1 Fa DA Tl #RE
B LB Rl o BRI X THEE SRR PEE L TWD D8
Néitinen, Gaillard and Mintysalo (1978) 12 X o TR Ehts, bk, TEET
B X 5HRSNICHIBO I &\ o TP BB L Kk 5 BALTH S &
Eb, Tha BB R (processing negativity) &&1T 70, = DA
B U o LB M RE AL I BRI IR I X » CTREF S iz ERP AT
B, WEERST B ERP I BALE AT % 20 s W o
ERP W% 51\ 75| £ B (negative differential ; Nd) & LT3,

SEW, A, AGK (1990a, 1990b) 1, A b aA— FRIEAE B CALERE AT
LA R & L C 2 o BRI 0 B C D A LERR A R Lic, A DZ DR
B, BEDE EXFOMRELE (I RnECErhic “K) x -7
y b EUTERR BT BEE T - oo & ORI h BRI ER L 6aT
—FH LT BRE, XFET—HL T3 L TH CHIECK LCER I il
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HEHRAOEL Ui, i, RHNT IR EEXFENRLD (F; %
Bo “F7) A b — B (stroop stimulus ; ST) & @ EXFNRE T (fF ;
W0 “F”) JEA b — TR (non streop stimulu ; NS) &2 T % FLig
Lico ZOMEER, ERNLaT—H L TS0 ERP ITMFEEMEERL D
bhviehy, XLET—H LTI RIIA bR 5, 7 ST -
NS IZOWTEHENRD bhichole, I BLICET - FARHIEOWTh oh
LOFRICET R BNIE ot BEDZ b, A A —FRIEAERE L
THHT 5 RBEIC I\ T, (& CFEO MBI TEALIERSh, T
CXFEPNEINDG EE 2 bhvd, i, (Ao EN TR E R—5 &
W S IBIe s Ui e h D B A AL X Y, S oREO NI
WL & FO—F « A—FIIBREL RIS o B2 bhb,

(3) MIBEHMICEIE L7 P300 Bisr % HEHE & L 7chige

P300 545 % Suttons HIZ X - TLIIESFICHE S AL TLE, FEHICE < DFISE
P ENT WD, ORI EANCH AR, 55\ EFRECBIE LR
W L CEREIND, fod ¥, BRI 1000Hz 0F X /AL TEHEE,
ZOHI 800 Hz OEXEMRTT v £ ARRRT 2 LEVTTOF (800 Hz)
LT P300 BRI, SHRIDEVHFOFLE 25 X 5 FEE R
T &, ILEEOREI T, FEOWE, PO HBHEE, FEMNHE, &R
FOWSE, HEDREE, FHOERL - LBERN OFS O & IRIEIC
BEa by B, XbIT, 0 P300 B AN fe gl AR o H BRI
R IR 5 B B (orienting response ; OR) Y7/ CTHhH5H P3a &,
S O PE LTI O A FIMECEIE Lic P3b D 2 DO DI S5 T a
DI B E T3 (Squires, Squires & Hillyard, 1975).

McCarthy and Donchin (198D TR O FFIME &, FI—IGOIEME (sti-
mulus response compatibility) &ZE{b X%, P300 B4y D ¥ERFUL FIMETRE
RV BIEE L O\ B A RGEEIR & WL Ch B & LR LT, bk “LEFTY,
“RIGHT” &\ 5 HEZTATZ 7y PO RH~ Y » 7 ADOHI B8 TR
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WORHAEEL { UlcdtE L BEEDS Y “87 & LAGI% HHIC Uk, W
BRSNS D LA UHAOFECRIET 5 4k & KIGF % JOHT T % o Bt
foo  C OEFRIEFN B & FIGE IR0 e st P00 #ERE 2T, 7
AL 75 & RISHE L P300 RO AEBE LT, HLED ERYD
P300 ¥R LR ETmS 2 SO LT % & ifsam L 7o

X 512 Duncan-Johnson and Kepell (1981) %, P300 ¥ B STy fid
FREEL T3 Z ERFHRICA b — FHRERC KT 5 ERP ZR&L, A b
A — FFHBONIEEYERE LT 5%, HLOMETE, RICHEREI I TT
BATHEECTA b — FFER R bR, P300 R TIXERLEIRD
Livinh o T,

AAZEICR\ T, FEhERETH, Sk (1988) 2T->Tw5, ZDOF
BT, L L THESETHEAD 2BEr AV DR, Bk, CRT T
BRIhBESF A b A — FTRIBICE LA Z vHILIE X o C, XFRH
BOVEBERINE THETH T, COBORIERRE ERP X REF Lick
25, RIGHICOWCTIREREY, AETHRORIEHHEIR D, AL
— FFENE bR, EEEELHICOWTIEETIRbRc) o7, P300
oW CRERICE 2 (BATHR<FD) wRDTcnt, P00 HRFIL LR
B L, NERABEDOFIEN oTc, BEF LEACOWTRI LD
B BBRELZRDDr ol ¥, —8, A—FKELOWTUL, HEDOHRTH
BlERRD 5 - LR o T, DiboZ &b, FIREEHTD BT B
T, SEEHE & e sesesehd 5 BIEHEC R 232222 0, T LA EISH
5 FIBEHE AR EE RE LT\ B,

(4) N400 ; BIRAIICEIE U ok R AL
BAZHE, SHCL-oTELOBREZIM -2 BEXTT) LTw5, X
LI TR OO RBEOMARIALE TR, TOEAKY, BHLES
Lﬁﬁbtﬁﬂﬁht%L#*Enmofkh Bioblk, EREEEMTLE
Iz bORAMCE DS FRCIED T Y, BHET TRV &%
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zbhb,

Kutas and Hillyard (1980a, 1980b) 1%, LA EERINCIENLT 5 BB %)
L CRREMCERT 2O HE Lic, ZOERTIE, TODHBENLEBI
(B 1T WAS HIS FIRST DAY AT WORK.) 2RI, BEOMECK LT3 o0
SR L 51 bk, — DR ERIIEZY Th B HBIRIICHEDL U 7 428 28
ERIN2HET, B & D K& fawgefk (615 HE TOOK A SIP FROM THE
WATERFALL.) 03 BBRIVEMI DK &\ 4fF (#1; HE TOOK A SIP FROM THE
TRANSMITER.). =-21% BERAIENIIZ M S B D BB K&V LFTER
S WEAY EBi4 A (5 SHE PUT ON HER HIGH HEELED SHOES.) T
Bo WRBCXHRAT S L OBTEE 2, 1HFESOERL, REBOHEEC
X35 ERP ik L7, FhEhd ERP %2 v b e -4 GEWLEEL
MABETKbLDYE) LHELEZ A, BWRICEEL L 2 DII3filiE
TR A00ms BIc DI € — 7 B EOEERS (N400) 23ER Sh, WEAEL
SAFETUL 560 ms Bz D i € — 7 & Fro BRI (P560) MBS R, Mk
DUk N400 (3 REREIIRINC BIE U A S % STk U, P560 (24 BRI fbi L 7ol
WOMIIZEIR L T\ 5 LS LT,

Katayama, Miyata and Yagi (1987) 1%, X35 & BRUEEDOBRIA—FIZ X
- T NAOO BER SN L HFE R LI, bk AAREOFEIROFEicESvCx
FE(S)/ BRYRE(O) /R (V) DIE T EMIRR L (B ; “AX 2L/ BT/H 5
3 S-0-V) XEOEMBEE A KD, Z OO 2% H OB EKEO) it
T % ERP %I Lic, ZDEE, XOEBT,H2:H5T0MS EEBRIICR
—FDBEIT NA00 oD ERENS & & RV L,

ZDATEA R FACIUELOEBOHENIVERE E T XIETIE D,
Lo TORTNT 2 BRI —E O R e EELET 52 ENTE S, FH,
J\R (1991a, 1991b) X, Katayama, et al. (1987) D25 &4 2% A\ T L
DA A= TR D LFOME DML &, 0RO BB E S N400 5o
EHEL LTORE L, & & TIRE 2RI A b 4 — FHIEE v, ToxF
DEIRIC L o T OEKEHWT T 288 CreifiE ; Wil) Ll - T
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N (a) C (a)

M—tn---of-- an— M — M- o=~ am—

3uV] AN ) ) 3UV:_L N . ,
B 400 oo D 400 900
W (b) C

M— M- nl=- an—

0 T D 40 000
Tine (ns) Time (ms)
Fig. 1 5 2 FIBUC -3 5 880,

FIBCERET 200 ms OFIGEA AT & Uico WL CFERER 0¥
o ClZEREEKFOWBERT, QOWHTETREIC L5 {0, b)D
WIS RGBT L % S Do MM, Mm, mM, mm 85— 30z B
LT, MRS AFEEEATTO—FH M) - Z—FK (m) %, BoRL
ENFREIERERTLO—I « R—FERT, 1-&2iE, WK%
Mm FE—FRCR LT XFRTETIE—5, AR TR AR—E7E 2
BT L » TER SN ERP OERARTLDOCTH S,
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DEMEHWT 58 (BHE; CHE) 2307, flxd, WiEor ‘|
B/IRT/ D" L\ D BRER I E IR L, 8 1D “B Lo
Ty FTHY, F2RBAMEOELFE Gk F EOWIShdy) Tho
7eo TOFITE, B2RBOBEIRRATHN, FE—HBOOIIRTHIUIEL
W, TP THANERERE S T B LTSRS, —JF CERE T 2T
“FX/RT/ Do” LR LERR L, COFETE, 1 HA
REDXFTHY, F2RFIWHRELREOA b —FRBThH o 2D
BERE 2 Mo TF R, FUuaTiRRShSEA “IE” Tnllt
DEZE “B” LHMEhD, ThZnOBET O 2 B LTHERSh
72 ERP %l Ulc, EBRERIIFEE R L C—807A—50, FEER
CRARIE VRIS C— DA R—F N TH -7, DF D, WHEEHIC KT 17
WocBIE L TR (BAE) WA C—% - B BEEERTTH Y, BTO
—F  R—BUTEEEIEBE R T & e b, FAMIC CERBEIC R CIRE 1 &
ER—FDR—E D BERER T, XFTO—3 - F—EIIIEHERE KT
ETB, thbd ERP fHE% Fig. 1 ©RT, chx Ao LEFELLED
9 200ms BT 2 BPWTHIBEGDE U T 5, HICAR—8k & URE e -
XEWFTORTLT—H LT 5 5H (MM) NS ER—HERE U Tk
TEAD Y 7 P BB IND, EFREOL AL OBRET HA~D Y7 AW
M, CHE LI YTRBTHR—FI BT IR —IDKREN T, —
T4 R 3 % N400 By OIRIE L FRBICBIE 3% KIT T DO R—E D)
BRkEN T, Tiobb, Wil TR YFERTLT TOR—FKIER LT, CHE
TIRAKRTTORBIC T2 HENRTH - 7o

D EDHED DEFTRIW OB AT ER STV D RITICBERR <, XF
s iSRS K E , FRARIBMOGEALEL ER I T WD K
TECTORPDORDOFNRKE -, Zh LB NIEFRPC KT 5 A P —F
T2 PIRAFM E gL TRE W ET5 KIGRHEIRES L BEomse
(Shimamura, 1987 ; Morikawa, 1981 ; #k, 1987) &BI¥E L C\ 2% A[EEMEDE
Zbhd, Lavl, EF - FEERBE SICMERTER I COWRITTTO
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Beliic o\ Tl N400 B H B Le & MU RIGHEFZe T FH A FRE T
TR E UV ETBHEE, 2% v a0l EO MBI TEHLY RIF S
WETHRERLITE - T,

. &5 [0

Posner and Snyder, (1975) (XA b A — ZHII O A%, IO BBl
M HEELT, A b— 7 FREIRERTECRBEILRTOER CIFORE
BR) BB HEE RN CHBCAE IR TLESMRELD ELDT
BB LSEA P — FFEC U 2 BRI H A — B BRI & AL
DAE— FE2dhLZEE b TE 7, L L, Cohen, Dunbar and McClelland
((1990) 1%, A b= FFEHIC KT L AEERY FIEN—BBNC 8T,
MPEDHE X (strength of processing) &EHEIT L 5L D S ORI FE &\
SELED D, TORIGDHE < 7o T < BFE% “parallel distributed processing
model ; PDP €5 A" #AWTY 3 2V — b LT 5%, HHOBROBEAIL=
2—=FNYAFTALLTD PDP EFVOBGETH Y, ThBEEREDOT —x L
SELEKEEEYROLO Ty LL, A= 78RE2UEOREEDE
MRz o Tidind, WA RIS E TOMBDHE S DR TARTE L
FHIFELTHD EBbhd, BEXIRICHILHE L DA v — T HIEE A
WICKER R BT & D RO MBEBERIFELT, At A —TFERHD—
DO FCRRE TS LIXFE 2T\,

2T, BLEBMNAEEREL LEREEN TS L, A A —THERE
B L TBRIET 2 FRBICR T, RBG-XFORT ~y FY 7/Shad v
VT NAEET -T2 EE LIS, T, BAFHR/FHHRECRE T
AR TR AT LTk, OB O AT OHM X hE eI hT
WHREHSTRREIN D, S DICERANERE A T R & LIcRERD BiL, XFE
DLTORENRD LN TWHHETS, AOLEITHILTWHEIRERI
s,
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CDXSKA N —TRENCNENOREEREICRS TED X 5 ICMEE
RTwoh% ERP %L LTERTLRIMETH), FIERATHD
EEZ D, SEIILICATNLAIE BT D BD b, nETHHEN
SCFED D UAE Ule\ D, 7o BHRAEICBIM L7 A b b — SRk BT
EDT o TR 00D\ T, IHIHIFREZIHLED TTHEABLETHS &
Ex B,

3 R X W
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