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An Experimental Study of the Presupposed Exhaustivity of
Mandarin shi Clefts

LIU Ying Fuan University
YANG Yu’an University of Maryland, College Park, U.S.A.

Abstract : Cleft constructions can express exhaustive inference. The exact status of this inference,
however, is still under hot debate. Two accounts have been provided to address this issue. On the
semantic account, exhaustive inference is treated as either an assertion or part of the presupposition,
whereas on the pragmatic account, it is taken as a conversational implicature. The present study
intends to test the two accounts by examining how Mandarin shi clefts encode exhaustivity using a
variation of the covered-box design. It is found that (1) exhaustivity of shi clefts is conveyed neither
as an assertion nor a conversational implicature, but as part of the presuppositional content; and
(2) compared with the results from Zimmermann et al. (2020), exhaustivity of Mandarin shi clefts
resembles that of Hungarian clefts but differs from that of clefts in French, English and German.
This study not only contributes to a more precise semantic analysis of Mandarin shi clefts but also
offers new data to the investigation of the semantics of clefts from a typological perspective.
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oy R AT Y dr-cleft (DL B 1a) | B8 ) es-cleft (WL 1b) |3k 1K #Y
c’est-cleft (WL 1c)%5, AT LhFIR 95 IS PRI TE Lo X BL, 95 ) AT LA a) SR 2R i Ay o
T AR, A A R AR 1) D BL . AR E. Kiss (1998), FAT 1T LUK 55 R
PEE O — D HRAE , — A ) A0 2R 2 [+ 55 R PE], I A o 0 e e T 4 &
(alternative set) %) i G 4T 95 R TR 1, S 2 R [-95 846
(1) a. It was Fred she invited.

— Besides Fred, she invited no one else. (Biiring & Kriz 2013)

b. Es ist Max, der einen Cocktail gemischt hat. (1)

It is Max who a cocktail mixed has

It is Max who mixed a cocktail.

— No one except Max mixed a cocktail. (De Veaugh-Geiss et al. 2018)

c. C’est Louis qui parle Russe. (%15)

It-is Louis who speaks Russian.

It’s Louis who speaks Russian.

— Besides Louis, on one else speaks Russian. (Destruel et al. 2017)

PARDLE 43 242027 5] (WL 2, J5 TRk ) WA AR B 95 Sk
(Z WK 2003 55) o BT, ATl LAHERT ) “BR 15k =, HoA N AT
27 S R ) B 55 IR A AR B AE HOR AT DL S U A S
W (3) o XA R B 55 RV ZOR B 15k =, HA N BA T2 00, i EI’J
IR TR SO R R 15k =, 30 HAW AT 725100, PR AR B i e
@) AR =141 T Fw., GFHRAR"FH)

S BRTRE EMAEAITED,
Q) H#APK=Z T TEW, 2 27T F W,

SR, A58 20 (2) 1 (3)3X B 114 112 Wi P 0 i P e e ™ ) 95 L SCIA) g 12 i)
RIS A — 2 1 Jmy R 58—, AR T SRR 14 12 Wi I a7 Y A 3 5 DR R AT
XA IR A T SR TR 2T, 2 L 2 W S e S id ke s 2 AR
(S A2 7510 IR) , T R] 25 3K — 0] e S ) & 7 ) i SO 40 221 1 1) i
P o o L RATARME H A T2 Wl 5 2 1) 2598 25 AT S TR S 0

PRI, AR SCAE I 200 SO, 5 ) 2 22 4 B2 3 SRS Y (multi - dimensional
semantics , Potts 2015 ) [UHELL T, >R FH SE 50 18 S ik o 7 ik, 223k [l 2 A )

VAR SCHBE B SC B AR R e A, B S e B SRR N, T AR IC XS L AR R R )
TR RRTIKFR T, IO AT B ATEAR SCTNE R 2 .
(D) a. JR =N, GRAE R S 4])

b. SEIE 1 SRR IR . GRAME R Fhia )
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R B — R A B R A TR SOZ A R ZE . B R BRI
A RS R REATER S B NS NMESR, TR
P SCAREH H R L S R 7

2. EER

53 340155 RV & A I R — B AR AT A 2 S A R S A ) i, B A Sk
IS BT LLRINE R PR, BB =280 o TR B8 430 i SR8 i
FHREE o HA T X BIE T, A RA e 55 R SO 0 B4 i SCI — 3843, R 95 =
SUK B T 2GS AR B A W AR AT 55 R L 2 IASAE 55 R
SCRTE R —3 53, IR B Ok A PR AR T M. 2240 Rirdess K0
fif i, Ho TR a8 2200, ARl 43 2440 i 95 IR mT LU AT 55

= R A3 HT 43 5010 Sk B DR (E. Kiss 1998; Lee 2005 45) | il i% i), (Percus 1997;
Biiring & Kriz 2013 %) £ 3 [ 2 14 (Horn 1981, 2016 25), =3 1A it X I 78
T AR W UL, 95 S MR A A IR XKL SRR R R R E S A
(B MRAE PR U, 95 R 2 218 U5 1) A5 B, J& 43 244045 DU FH 1 e ke 25445
M 23T B BATA Ry 3 24 m) AR B R Rk 55 R4, 95 IR MR A i 1 vl o 27
Dy A o PR, 95 PR AT DI o 3R 1 TSR A6 1 SOk b X T 4 34 m) 55
JPE A 5307 LA B3 643 i PN 114 55 R 1 32 A 1 7 2RI

F1 =R R R
PIRFEE =20 3 A
Wi U ()7 2R A 55 Rk GONFEBIRT (i) R LA

i

X
sk Q) 240 55 3k (i) P B8 [H) o (i) 52 M 38 “EL P
B 2GS ) ARG R L aEIEZ (i) T B 1

R Tk PRGSO R IE AN L T, I Ao, — RN EE R o3 ) 55 4
B9S2 IE P B 58 N 3z 1 45 (De Veaugh - Geiss et al. 2015; Destruel et al. 2017;
Destruel & De Veaugh-Geiss 2018; Pintér 2018; Zimmermann et al. 2020 55), H.rr,
Zimmermann et al. (2020) >R T FUbRIE B35 T 19 K] SCH B 4T 55 (mouse-driven
picture-verification task) AJIIHATE 2, A I 1 RF 1 25 X0 BRE /N a1l 4] () L 4324 4)
(i) 2 T v 2 2R i) A — MR i) Giv) DU DA TR 55 R B A e i 2 o [RIIT
AT B TS AR R R R AR AN [ B A2 T B E S T
SR GFIRME R 0 o S5 R B, JLE 5 (0] 53 4] 55 I 0 i 1 S B A v
FERARANE o XF T BRIETE SN —FPiE 5, 320 o A AT 95 IR PR e Y L
T BR A PR/ S iRl o T — e a5 FR Ve A AH R . 50— 7T,
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Ay LA 55 R AR B — e FR L 518 S 2 5 . R RE o 2 g o5 R
P2 A H A9 B R, 2R i 5 M I A AR B R R 22 5 95 R Y
2 2 A [A] 54 (homogeneous) B 45 5 o FE 18 R IE B AL, 32 i A AR B0 H — e
R AR 22 5 55 R R AN A R BT . A A A2 3K00 43 24 — 30tk 47 95
IPEfRE A B — B TR 95 SRR 132 . i v 43 240 (R 95 R0 ) i 2 D 1
G354 5 ISR I 55 T e R e 24 m)

FR A LR a5 FRATTAT DA )35 35 % 55 I 04 i 1324 o3 24 ) KB =
Ho B—FEUAR I RTE AT, FLARR 8 o A 1 55 IR A 5 dR PR UE o S ) 1)
e RAC TR AR L, HEAA A — 3k AN ETE 2R M i MR 22 7 . S 2R
TEVE M TE AR X EETE 5 o 24m) 55 S MR UK 5 0 FR MR 4 A I e KAk
TR A B ARARL, H 0 24 ) AN B — 85t A 32 iRl p ff i 22 50 55 =200
DAl AR RGBT T 00 2400 95 I O i 5 35 55 Ty 4] . B4 DU
TR R TR —2RWE . ISR T WA R, A I 5 R SRR
WA e T e R S e A W 2

3. “B"FAFRUEMZIEAR

AHELT B AR, X T D0 2 " ) 95 AR I BIESE , R ) ST v
AT SE B AR 22 T o, AT — I X & ") 95 IR i SR PRI ST
3.1 gt

S R T A A EE P 1] R B [ SCE X AT 45 (sentence - picture verification
task using covered-box paradigm; i . Huang et al. 2013 %5 X} Fi% 77 % 118) -
FEA BT KA, 0] 32 R — A A R 8] o b, — i AT DU 352
BRI R, 3 — M WA A e 44 . MR 1B i B R — R e e A A il ) 1Y
TR o 32T EE A P P A R

SEE b, A A D B8 24 el — S A 4 T R — S I A
T S 2 DT 1) 52 XA TR 7 0 2 e B 80 3 S5 R ), Ak £ 52 1
XTI 52 B A ) B e i R i AT iR A . 2R T R U 5 ]
‘YRS A U, 2 e R T, OB A — METE R
L xx AN Yo BT R, 2SR s S I R BRI ) 2
ARG i sE B Je, B b A Zh S P sk T R, — sk I A B =, 1 g — ik
SEARWRATER . 2T AWK A RS A O AR R e . BAAORBIS
W2,

PP A R TR T WL 55 R SO A FR S R o AR R R M o R IR A B O iR TR
DNP Sy A R TR R R R [ R RS AL (focus projection) T B A2 f) B SC
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2 S INGCITURIAH B 1A 7 191)

AN NBIERU N %
8. RO,
LTS
T
INRIES NEIEFVNEIRE, %
AAPETE.
i 7}
~~
TAH ~
~
~~
~~
~~
~~
~~
Pl 2| RUDABHRT £,
EE 5y 34m) B3 T SRR e
3 — B ST &7 - [DRMLEAET &,
HAG74) RADREMEHET &,

S R A I T 4 PR R B R 25 R DA ik A ) Ay A 4 S
PR, 0 SR 2 e 3R T A DI 55 1) (81, 2% I 32 e S a2 DN 3 ) B4 O 08 A
i HL g R 5 T G SR A2 R B T R 56 4 TR R ) I A7 ke il ﬁﬁ/j 18 firp 152
HAT95 R, 5 22, 32 i B E P ] 19 L9 B A e i 3] a6 A7 55 4 fie
BE HLA

SRS BT HAT ) R ) A 24 T ER R R BE IR A A T Y — e
A2 05 R O 2 g AR R R 9 R R R UL 2 DO R 1) R R o —
2, e R FE L 5E 4 — B
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by 1/ R 7 W S ST )Y S S Ry = B s S < RCTIEI B S (=R IR A K 31 15
2. B2 F AR GT R SN AN Lee (2005)55 19404, W& 18 45 1 L5
“CHAT R RS 58— B, PR P B A R N — B I, X LR
REVE 6 &7 ) A S A B s o] DA BB AT TR S " A 1 55 R
RWTE o R BT IR R T AR S RN 2R T R R s AT
DI BhARAT30E— 20 A S0 R A B S5 8005

[i] Zimmermann et al. (2020)% Z WG AL, T ATTIRI AR T REE & X T kS
S4m) B . DR DA PR S RATTRE S R ) R s 5 R S ELL i
XoF LE 2 ) U S B44) , FRATT AT LIRS I 2 " ) A 95 S A S i . LR, %
HERFTE XX PSS 0 A e 7 S FRAT T SIS B2 ) £ 5 A TR 5 XS EE o

FRATTHE A 25 DU 2SI ) S pl ) B X bR i — R AR A o FRATTHE X — 4
P Rb B R 2 ih B B 95 R B ME S . (EAR T B, 5 KRB A STk B
R H AR IC B — PR SR AN R, A T HEBR A AR P T RN AR s 4 S 2500 0 55
JUPE & R A T 4 (1 W Zimmermann & Onea 2011; De Veaugh-Geiss et al. 2015;
Horn 2016) , FATIEFEXNT HU & " A S REER BE [P A bRic i) — e MR S m) o FRR IR
BER) ) bR B £8 s ) BT R 02 7 ) — AR AR R R, Rl B B —
P A e R [R) R, DA i DA B FRAT THEBR X — )8

S IV ST T 12 A IR, A A A P A I ) B 4% —g AT 48 ST
AJ(12x4) 3 48 AN Ay B L T 5 09 07 O e B U 4 . B T 12 ST
AN FEIR 12 A EL B AR T 24 MBI, IR 1) 2FR ek
“FTA ATECLAE 2 ITA AR R 5 2) BT S AT DL A S H R A
A7 AT A5 3) A EGCA FIBYECLA R AT A5 4) <027 AL A
T R g5 R S B s B 36 A m) T FRR BEDLAT AL , DURIEAFEZE P A
AR IR o A T ARIEAZ IR 7 3 B IR AT AT 55, SE T IR AR A T 1
AN A AN A YN ZRI (practice trial) o X TG4 FYN I, 323801 Be £ 75 7T LUR
B JF SR P AR 0 R A — S fR R SR e IE I b 2R R S
PP A2

48 37 3B TE R e T eI . e, otk 34 N, B 14 A ARG
SRS A ATTE 23 B 52 & Z (6], AR O 28.1 % o B Ay A2 i3 HE H R A TE T DA
WS T FE AR o o, P Aok AT s AL O S AN

SERATIA N BUE e A 2 B (Db, 78 1 ST 5 8 M43 244 (IDa 5 5 (ADb AT 40k (Da 24 W% 1 4% 1n)
LB IE I (30 Cheng 2008 55) o 5256 SR FH U 43 8 0) T AR S 5 918 1 o4 23 28 /) 1) D PR A - 92 56 o
FEFRPEE Y SR 0 G i B A BE AR
(IT) a. R 3] 89 AZ[FK = Tr, CEFRMHEME T 240))

b RER[KR =], (HESTEA)
YR R R — LRI S 1 s 52 A5 P A 5 S S A A E Al D R T Y R A
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ROMAFX 1IN EEFFX 1A,
3.2 LKWHR

SEas b R A2 R X R ) AT 3 AW . SEER SR F] 144 1K
(48 3) %5 M 32X /] 114 ) Wy o U S 4 ) v A7 338 R 55 TR 7 1 E A L g o
SRV TT5% A ) 94.7%  E AR B 1 75.5% , — MR PE A RUAT :65.3% o
AR IR, PR R0 55 KR 19 A 0 LU AT DB Ry 7 A 55 IS PR 2 i A 43 L
AT UL DU 228 Fa 35 ELAG 3 38 v R D) S n] R 55 IR

FAME T REAEH Imed LA XX — T2 I0 25 Rk AT 1R G P2 i 404 o]
JH#R *(mixed effect logistic regression) K I , H: H [ 2 %500 b 32 1 B e £ 45 L,
Wil BLAS R A 1> 32 1) A N R o D R B S T 0 ) B BE AN b, 25 AR R
ZEX TR FA TR M SR T E 2SS . R, AT
R Z AR M S AR R AR — M £ SR 2 A A
25, BAESGHEEES WA 3. el WL, 52300 F 02 7 7 m) 55 I 19 S8R
HE 2L AR R ABAD 5 55 AP AP G5 R R, 32" & , 32380 T HAA 74
(55 M ELA B G A R (X — et A ™ A 55 TP A 5 B AR TEAIR

AT R F A N ERHEAT T3 — 204G 55, 22 %5 B A 18] A A (logistic
regression) Y 4% S ARG I 21 527 32 ] 1) ik 2 1A 22 5, DA A2 181 000 A A
WA ARG B EZEF (P =017,p=.68), XK, AFEZAX "0
() sz ELAT ] ok

3 CRTTAE SRR GETEXT L GR G P2 B 0]

B SE b4 p
CETvs HAE” -2.338 0.67 -3.471 001
I vs EST LA -0.024 0.43 0.056 955
“OETvs — RS 0.904 0.41 2.194 028
4. itig
X T FAREEA FRATH WHLE R S 7 A 2 SO TE 5 6 b = A~y T JF
Wit

41 BREX

SEOCHNS B SO 7, AT B & 5, ") B BB ) ST @i 55 %
o 3R SR AR A B 95 R R B 1B W (Lee 2005; Cheng 2008; Hole
2011; F AR 2003 45 ) A TS50

° S 56 i A4 45 8 40 R . Experiment: glmer(response~condition+ (11 subject)+ (11 item), data=experiment,

family=binomial).
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FOR 3R 1, AT, FRATH LR 45 55 Bk vl B B A ) A 2
TP 55 R R 2 A A o — R s . JRNFE T ) 5 R AIRE
S TR O T A AT 5 S S 1) B S I T oy R R
B EATHTA, &7 )R A7 8 R AR R (H R 2 X S 4 A
55 MBI TR] X B IR MR S50 b, 95 R T e i 4R B2 T AN ARTR] . PR
TATC LI RA 755 W T, AT LA SS90 2 A 95 R I
EWT T o 2) &7 AT RS — A A S A A A B 22 5 B T
) TF UM B S T — e AR S ) TRATT A — AR AT 5
SN GRS, BT IR 250 R i o5 R IR E &R R . 3) “”
)5 e Py ) I 55 S R AR ] o T R R v SR 1 55 R R
JR T HME— PR, 2" AR S R R Tk 4) 2l TR A R
P ) o A R B S ) AR ) 22 5, LA ] — MR JE . st 2 UE S
TR g Rk BT R AR TE SO AR TR o 25 A X PUTIE S , B A4S
WA IE—— " R R I R

FEIE ARG R SR B TR SGA R EH RS RS S — M AT R
B e Xt IR A SCH AT AR S 3R . LRSI b R DUAE BhFRA T3k
— 2Lk B BE A SRR R ) B JLAE LA AT o Paul & Whitman (2008) Fl1
Cheng (2008) &5 i 28 WLE2 2]« &7 7] A 95 R4 ARG F 55 M 1) Jg ok o e
M HERR T . Lee (2005)%F “J& S A HUA /A 1 1 SUIMCT 45 [R] i b 2, T
BIFAFF GBS T WIZRE5 A ()8 . Hole (2011) B8R IE A 1 B T 43 24 4) 55
SRR TR SR PE , (A oo B VA R R I Y AL 3 R 55 RV X — Ak 3
J7 I TCIE R R 17 I R R AT A IR BT 95 R R AT SE 6 25
X2 2258 (2019) 3 HY 4 3 T WS FE R G T T ATE LA HT A A
B F ARSI SEUE R I, X FaxX — [l IR AT AR 28R . XTF =27 FAm
WS HT T 2 X5 R FE AR (2019),

42 FHEBEEX

MIT IS B BE R T, 43 2440 55 UM 110 i M A0 5 =22 i DAL — T S — M o T
R T R 22— 16 FA% G2 1912 Wl X X6) 33— 7] A1 A e 42 A 97 A A A0 0
FR 4 Karttunen (1973) 48 0F 57, 15 F4) s oE 4G 56 07 6 2 MR HLE e 1B 3R
(projective contexts) 3Bl o /5 A4 F1Z& A4 A) §iT £ by T9115 11 3 3 (holes) , 7 X 4
TEBE T OB B AR SO o SR, AR S 52 A) 1 55 R IO 3 1 o i
52, AT BB T AR MERS BT 0 — S0 o 2 BIDRE  BI R E TR
PESE T, W (@) FP AT RE B = A GR B T 7R S8 A R 55 RPE “Br T 5k
= HA B IR B A T S5, B (4) PR RN RE L. AR, 33X 9 ) 4F 1 422
37 BE AL TAR M W, A7 AE — 8 B RN 57, PRLEE B i S (s 00 o 3 o g
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&L WA A B a) i &, P332 B S o Bt mT UL, FRATTARMEAR F 88 1 15
Bk BRI " A 55 R SR T . I SC T S WA O ik A —
FRRE BORAD TiIX— A o TEX — g rh JRATRHA 102 7 5] 55 S i i Ay
T TR 23T B 95 I I 25 R R AT 0 B %) ik, DT sl 1 et FH A8 i
BT RE T A LA n)
(4) WBE A FERAT - MREZEMN U, HR ZIA 3 67 R FER 2T, (H2 Al
AHTE W, HR U

a YA EZAARE T, THRAKZRE T,

b. 2R EZAANRET R AKZRAT  EHR—EAREA,

RSEIS R IT 7 L SEg0 R T A R I R A L SO X AT 45 ik —
Ko A T 50 1) FAE FI W AF 55 (truth value judgement task) , HoAL S 7E T EXF T
AN B PeE ) B A SO, i, iR RS AR S SR
e RURREE o ARG 2R BB R TR OS2 T 8 ar U B, i 2 iR B
Ho METERAELLA RS B T8 2, WA 2 a8l B ™= A geE A o
IE B IR 55 < B A8 1) 0 P WA v S5 L34 B 30 i b =l ()23 1 11 22
o MTERMTEET , 3238 R ZU AR R B R AR A] A4 24 ] 258 43 gl
P41 A (7 L Huang et al. 2013 A93F38) , HAT 0 & BB . ILAE  FE ST 7 ik
L RATERA TIR G M2 50 mIH G . 8RS R RSN S, ©
() —A~ W A 34 T ] LARE B3R AT A 45 32 180 R 25 R e N Y — LB AE G
XTSI AR T . EARSLS b S A X AR FRATTHE ] T A B LA
(random effects) , 73l A B3> 32 40 1A 110 1B B AR AR 38 A R g A~ a0 o 6 B R 4k
o XA BHES T 52 A I ) A AR 22 S S A5 R T IR A T 2k
AN N JERORN S 35 AR T 9 22 () P i 25
4.3 BIEEXI

MESTE T B FA BER R, 43 2440 95 R S M P 3 Aok — R SC I TE L2
W2 FTe AT RS, IS T ARG s R AR B RRNE R RDE
S PN TR R A SR HE e o AR S5 AU 2" ) okl X X — [a) i
IFZEAE S T3 A 78 o AR Zimmermann et al. (2020)ZE 1905, SRR S P
oy PG5 AT I R 9 LN ——55 P (0 55 ISP 0 AR S Ao i — e B
AR 225 o AR S0 A0 245 SR ] DL | 03 < 2 ) ) 2 R 1 o B4 45 K TE 55
IR IR b B — B0, A2 3 0 A 132 5 8 8 1 1 A 240 1 e R A TR i 1 A
oL, HEAT 38— , A2 B AR 22 572

X S TE T BT L, FRATIE S A B — SRR A BB, — T, A
DR DUE " AR SR T RS W AE SR P e R i, 277
) 5 LR Y 4 4 40) ) ok 435 A4 A 2% G (Lee 2005; Cheng 2008; Paul & Whitmen
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2008; 171 4E M 1983 ; ¥ [E 1% 1989 45), A4 Lambrecht (2001) %5 AIF 5T , 43 %4 0] 1)
RO ) JE AR T — A S A Sl A ik — ) B SR, X LR 3] (1) 451
(2), TATAME A BL 2" A HAT MR 73 BUR) ) S A 45k, 027 2 5 o0 i o 2 8
TAFTER R, H R R R A S sy AR A, HobRic 7 U R £
5 BK (association with focus, Z: I, Cheng 2008; Paul & Whitman 2008; Erlewine
2015 45) o [HAETE b, “J2 7 5 m) A 5 M R o3 285 b s BE AR . B AR R
FE R AEAEPE T PRI T 75 0 55 P = A A, B S5 S M g AR Y B
BRI o A5 R 0 55 R APE i BEAR DL . X — S5 R 5| I ATH — P B — R EE
HA SRR, AR, 55—, o0 2] N2 RV I S 1 SCAf RE SE SC7 AR RAU
S BE B G BALER  S SeEDUE T )X — 2 AR AR S R g3
P47 AR 2R SCIR] o3 34 m) 5 BE AR AR G548 o PR AR 5238 Ko — R A R I 58 R T L
o354 ) v ELA B T R ) BT AN SR A B I g vk A A T e S R Y
XA B R E B S AETEIE S U IC G 7 FRATT— T L4232 AN W)
T H Z I8 [ ) I 25 4 R R AR T8 LN A, th R 2808 5 # B A
)7 gl )T SRR A, AR I R AT S 2, B4 [RRE R
WA TEA ] T 5 b 5 20 DA Rl FE i A vk B S Bl 7 il kil R 2
F Y )8 T EDRR IR &, X S8 5 b ok R ) Y ) ik 2 A v A AL, (AR 4
Zimmermann et al. (2020), & fITH# X F 25 R R kI A 52 M i
ISR RN OF R Gy BEAE R AR v b 22 L B AR T A B
X ) AR HE— 2P S

5. &

KFRE"FAE L, FREEA T REHISIR R . (B S5 R >
PO RO R ) g ISR AN B . AT RS T U AR SCHE S g S AE SRR IR T
— IR X R A G IR I LIRS . WEAR B RS IR =20 R 55 IR BE A
AT, DU RE AR 1 5 3 30 15 B R R ) S A B[R, FRATTAS B DL R 4
W, TR R F RE S BT R R I, SR T, IR S 1Y A Rk
F ORI GT ISR R TR R FUE 1Y o 2L, 5 ) R o
S5k AR TR]

AT G ) 2 CAE T IRATTAE 2 48 B ik SOBEAL Y LAl RGEHb AR T H95F R
PRI JEPE , AU 53 173 SCRE A2 0, X5 7S s s ii e s = Fh
BRI 55 IR R JE PERUE FE TR IR b SRS T LS IS T IS
AL W 2Z )5 SRS A0 i BE A s S i 7 Sk SCRe . AR, AR S R
FAYIE LI YE R 5T I — R A MR TH AR Ko v R R i R R L 5 9 43
SR AR AR R — B R R ST R I T e A
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XFER B 27 “ 7 ) R o B4R TE 95 IS 3k b od 4 — 30, I A& 115
SCZER AEWREL 7 o 26 ] BUERE A — 21 e .

5, R DHe — TR R EIR o B AR S e R . B 5 2
PRI & R Ao B v E E g B 0 — A [ R OR 2 R IIE IR W & 5 R
HE SO BARET o h T R — [, 1R 2E AN B AT A R Y
X, B AN R 1) B SR R N T R AR AR T P O A R 2%
S 1Y) S B0 1 T A o i DX —MERBUEE TR 2. BRI A T e 2 1k
SEER RIS, AR & LR N TR 3550, RS AT & BEIE Y LS R R TR
Mgt — L R R —AT7 1 . LI R B I E N T & BIg o, <52
55 7 P TR SRS I R SCAE T OIS A A I E X, SE e PR A
B3 05 CANE B9 3h 25 ¢ R DL KB AL A 1 P9 AE AL AS 30 S5O 40 09 i Y
(LB 2017)
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