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Abstract; Currently, how ecotourism education can be effectively used to reduce the negative impacts of tourism and
recreation is very challenging in tourism and recreational impacts management. This paper uses KAP intervention to measure
and evaluate the effect of ecotourism education. Research participants were divided into two groups: package visitor group
and free and independent visitor group based on their visitation patterns. In the meantime, a control group that was
composed of environmental volunteers was also identified. Both pre test and post test surveys were conducted using the same
intervention method, whereas a KAP questionnaire based on the characteristics of Chinese visitors was used to evaluate
participants’ knowledge, attitude and practice. Results show that the ecological knowledge of the visitors was closely related
to their behavior, suggesting that visitors can develop the postive attitude toward ecological system after an intervention and
these knowledge, attitude, awareness and belief will influence their behavior as a consequence. Moreover, the knowledge,
attitude and practice before the intervention are significantly different from those after intervention. Therefore, our

educational intervention method is important and practically useful.
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Lutz BF78 T 3% [ RRVE K A% N B4 b - SR AR o T DR X — st 340 A0 A0F 9% B A O 0 — 28 EL R A i Ui 96 B 26
T QBRI ) KRS T o EWEE TN R R |, B RATR Y T A SN, B2
AT AR 50 2 ML il B U & W B AT, X RO SR B T AU SR (B A e s
LA A ) JRBR . 3R HACR , 38 EAKL R 5 B % &K Jim Bradley1979 4F$2 4 1| Fi 205 Wi H R
WEashE D . BRT, FE TR S AR P B A Wagar 12 H W EUKE 11 (RCC) (EE E R RiR
H LS FFI(ROS) (36 E E R /A 8 5 R & A AR R 5 3R (VERP) (JRKFE B SRR X
A BRI H B A RS BE(VRM) 21 0 T—B4h, B IR HE I N FE NS, EWiHR AR
{71182 (TUCN) 45 51 B{R] Ceballos-Lascurdin 3§ H 4 , FRE#CE BL2 A S AR IF A O R

E oA i v S A RS R Z MR E E K, David N. Cole EXT ZF & HE Hfk K H
EFSRRIE TRESH, SRR, S EM B AR AR RS . 2L EEMILRZFILER K
MR BTG S T AT 5PN Z )5 5 TR IR SAR N I R SRR D i & L3R AT
HAERET . D AR S HE RN EENEERY, Bl B E PO R E TR
BT B, (AT B B ST RE S 4A Sh s O A IE# B UGR, e FHiT 8™ . Al uEE
T FE R A PR LRI G EE vp s , B P9 LB e, #0RT DA LB & RS B AT R NER R,
1R AT E 4 RAFIR BRI SR BT AR ZHEM AR TE S, X— VB T “RE” Flk,
FEAEEST RFmEm" .

R AN — it i 5 24 & 7R R op s 5 AR T4 2 508 BB SE R S0 9T, (H o6 T I E X f
R rp T B, SRR R A Z KW, & B AR % A B 517 0 B IE 1 A S RIEE %748, inf A
2t B B PN AR SR AE , W R DL SCHRIRIE . Piaget W\, AZSAT AR A SRBUAIR = A (5 & BB AT
N3 AL, FI SRR R S BT A A o A A S RN R
TN, A SC 2l X R R i R T 8E T3, MR A X A S HENESHE LN
B2 RE, AT IR A S AR S ERTRREL BREDSHEE TSP HHXR,
1 EIeigit
1.1 SZIR3fRy

T B R ELIAE HE T MR 3 TR LIRS R 2 N5 R A KAP
&M EIE AR E T E, HA, K(knowledge ) #§ X A 25 itk i Z A= AR FAFE AL T %, A (attitude ) 45
St ASEE R HALSH B, P( practice ) 15 W AR 1 0 AP R AESIRIEE 3. B FEMSNERTEE
BEHEEAEDHE K KAP MR R, AU 5EE 3 MERATRITT —& KAP MRS, F—-F AR
AHSCHIFFE SCHR , $RBRCHE BT IR 388 155 PR R I Ay T B 1R R PR AR R, (RIS A S 38 BEHEA T R, P 5
KRB PN 5B, A8 T — M 230 ANEI TR A TR B R 5 58 20 Rl g Aol B K R AE
%9 ZEFRAMBRIFEIE T 4 4 75y 3L 151 NMET R IR ER ;£ =H ZIFRBUAE , W EBIRHT W
ST BB IR R B T A 117 NMEW R IERER, HPREAEERL 8 &, A A i At 3t
34 B, AR HE S ENASL 58 8, A SHRUHT M IRIE 17 8, #F TR EZRAE LTS LT
(S T o 3 B U I I O 1 € = - 221 s e WD 1831 LA 0 R s A B MU P N =R 54
Fo MERRKALL AL EBERESE T BT BRG(3) LRSERAESEE FOR, 70K i 3
BRI B, P RA S AR SR TN E 4 8 L FREAER L FHMEM L AR LTHREEFTTHA
BRI E M E TR, S & AT SO R« W7EFIBART RS X IR % L, PRI B A 1 i 5 O J
TP, SR AESBEER %

AR HRAEDSEE THANAS EEAREAESRIEE X EDRIE R SR H R . ZEbPr 5k,
DA B BE it %E & BB 2F ST HAE TS YL B IA (IR EE S AR U R TR AR A R it Y b B R AR € 5
1.2 SEIXig

R B BATHAS TR, FEFERAREE SEHE IS 5 AR A E, o ik 7% ) 580 S5 A
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FTWHEREAE, e EREEE T B R A & R, A Sk B E N B X, ot T
RIBAZH SRR 2 ST, 1 BASE 50 Y 32 SN0 R TE iR 0 B AL 43 5 1~ BT BA, 24 1A BA i A\ g J b =2 ) ST B
X H AT KAP B R2, T ZEE AR E, ARG 76T 12 AR T T 2l _E b PR81 4H A 7 Bl A S it
METI, THES R )G #1758 ik KAP 82, JRIUH 56 SE 30 B0 ; B % S0 ) R 24802 R B WL B T2 8
BTNER—AREAS  ZEAAT 20 B B AR BB 18 Z AT KAP A2, R HELEHE T . B TFHEK
U1 3h P B () R s (B B BERR PR RS e M, R, OB A2 T B T3, e YME E B ER BT
HERS B TP e B, AT 88 Ik KAP A2 JREREE T WM LI 508 . ARBF 5T 81 A AL LB Xt R o
2007 4E 7 ~8 H Mg E =Wl RITAH R 53 B BRI R LI 4 8 2007 47 ~8 A TG4
=W 9 REGIAIE Y 45 4 B BhiiFiE% o

SR, EBAAH S5 H0& 20 2 4 SEURIIF R AT 1 IROM A T RASF R T 3, EREEE T 1N
W MR, 1 R TR AR EA (RAR Y, A R W Z iR J7 . (HZXT DA b 5258 0 52 1 2 Wik Ui i sh 647 B
BT, UL R AAEE A S KM . AR SR TR, AR AT T 1 AN E e A 525, BEE—A
FAEX R W& F A, Seii AT KAP R AZE , AR5 BRIEZZ B 2 035 3, 76 S (B 3 A i bl o & Fp g 42
SCHEAN W T30, WG sh A R Z S5 3617 KAP %, A RBFE v 85 10 [ 8 4 S2 30 % 5 o 3 4 R (B AR 4
L YL HAFE 2 EPRIER 25 B F B RIMERS WEBE, THLKS 2 ##kfT. 5 —iit 2007
F£THI19 HE8 A5 H, 58 -#2007 48 A5 HEI8 H 20 H, & 15d, THLEH SHERA (K
2800m) .1 H (#3K 4767m) JEIET (MK 4500m) A B (IR 4700m ) S5, 3y 4= 2555 i lie B
b,
1.3 JE#EH

ARG RN BT AR B, S AZRREVER b IE AR R T B B I AIER . XU SR
VR TG G RENLIRE N, HEXF AR 2Z AT . SR G B et RS T A AR, BIBR T 29 M 6k
0% . KRG FIFH Microsoft Access ZREXT 4R 94 ARk IA) & (Frp, A BAZH 39 oy, B&4H 30 iy, [ g 20 25 177)
BHITEHRRA o M B B B BB BRI S SOBETE R R AR . RATREEL RS
MEEZ BRI R . Za,BE 5 AR /NUER IR RS E0E 5 5 ABHE 17 N T
2 %R
2.1 WERABNEIR TN ZEMRRTR

AR E WRBREAE A, BB R S 4, 841 545 47 . #IBE A, iR (K)
31 43, FIR(A) R 53 43 470 (P) 7 16 43, SRFH SPSS13. 0 {4 % FELk A A il & A AR EIR AT Wi #E
BRI KA REHRFIARE 1,

*1 EZBAERHEEFESHR FRTHIRELCEENSGITERR
Table 1 Standardized statistics of visitors’ K. A. P on ecotourism in baseline survey

TiH A W R/ME SCN: BIE (bRER) P22 Ji%
Item n Range Min Max Mean( SE) Std. Deviation Variance
413 Knowledge (K) 94 0.66 0.28 0.94 0.6056(0.01812) 0.17568 0.031
N Attitude(A) 94 0.49 0.41 0.89 0.6713(0.01079) 0.10457 0.011
474 Practice(P) 94 0.48 0.43 0.91 0.6224(0.01170) 0.11344 0.013

¥ SPSS %4 Correlate 153 #2 7 ) Bivariate 43477515 ( bivariate correlations) , ¥ #FZAESHH(K) 5&FiR
(A) ABERA) 578 (P) ABHIR(K) 5470 (P) ZHEHEHT BT (R 2) B BN THR Z 8] 1Y
HHRME, ATRAEH HEASHIR(K) 5FRA) AESEIR(A) 5178 (P) ABMIR(K) 5178 (P) HHR
FREUKIK N 0.545.0. 811.,0. 646 , NEMEAH K 1) B3 HEMER Sig. = 0.000 <<0.05, HEMHEAESHIR(K) 5
FIR(A) ABEIRA) 578 (P) ABFIR(K) 5478 (P) ZABEA R ENRIEMXKR
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®2 ESHNAERTAHARARMNERZITESAXERER

Table 2 Paired samples correlations of K. A. P in pairs on ecotourism

7K s R WEE WERER HERN 5 Sig

Item Mean n Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean Correlations

Pair 1 1R (K) 0. 6056 94 0.17568 0.01812 0.545 0.000
EiH(A) 0.6713 94 0.10457 0.01079

Pair 2 BEiR(A) 0.6713 94 0.10457 0.01079 0.811 0.000
iR (P) 0.6224 94 0.11344 0.01170

Pair 3 1R (K) 0. 6056 94 0.17568 0.01812 0.646 0.000
iR (P) 0.6224 94 0.11344 0.01170

2.2 3ASLHIMRESAR BN ATRHILE
JH SPSS13. 0 X [& & 4 I BAH 5 4155 3 L s 4 Bk i MR ROR ST R A #7503, A&
AR AN R EEMT 22 (R 3) o ATLEH, B4 KA P &0558 e THNES8BE 4.

®3 EZBAEHRIARFESHRBRITHBIGITE
Table 3 The statistics of the score of 3 groups of visitor’s K. A. P in baseline survey

i H Item K(M +SD) A(M+SD) P(M +SD) S(M £8D)

[& %20 Control group 25.75( 2.01) 45.50( 1.10) 13.37( 0.70) 84.61(2.52)
1BAZH Package group 16.00( 5.08) 34.50( 2.10) 9.62( 0.83) 60.15( 5.79)
(%4 Free and independent group 18.79( 4.26) 32.90( 4.60) 9.02( 1.21) 60.74( 8.66)

S H K. AP ZH1, F[E S is the sum of K,A and P, similarly hereinafter

R R J5 2270775 15 (One-Way ANOVA) 1 5e& H7dl- Tk B i ( Kruskal-Wallis ) H #6345 | Fp A1 80K B
% (Median #2507 ) , 2047 3 AL R ASHIR EIRST A LR E Z57 . SPSSI13. 0 HiFE1T45 R M
KA GRS . ATUFEH, LR BEKFH 0. 000, /NFR KK HE 0. 05, Yl 3 4~SL 50 4 A AR SRR
BEREITAEBENESR

F4 BELAED3IHEBEFESHIARFIRGITAH ANOVA(J52400HT) &

Table 4 K. A.P prominence comparison between 3 groups of visitors in baseline survey

S e I g i P 30 S
Sum of squares df Mean square F

FIR(K) 2l |6] Between groups 1021.529 2 510.764 26.763 0.000
#H P Within Groups 1736.726 91 19.085
S Total 2758.254 93

EHA) 2l |6] Between groups 1805.272 2 902. 636 78.123 0.000
#H P Within Groups 1051. 421 91 11.554
S Total 2856.693 93

M (P) 2l |6] Between groups 215.129 2 107. 565 107.262 0.000
#H P Within Groups 91.257 91 1.003
S Total 306.386 93

KAP F1(S) 2l |6] Between groups 7362.413 2 3681.206 77.454 0.000
#H P Within Groups 4325.010 91 47.528
S Total 11687.423 93

it — g BRI 2 (8] B AR S AR ROIR ST R Z B2 57, AWTFER A Post Hoe T LA
15 (Post Hoc multiple comparisons ) H [ % /N 8 3 £ 25 5% (least significant difference, LSD) 8 #& ¥k #1731
B, GRIIAK 6, WUFH,3 MIMASHIR BN AT R EMFAEE BENER, ENZRHHEES
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F 0 B BEERRRE AN 0.038, B/NTF BEMAKF0.05, (HFIAA SEE AR KAP B4 2 F A1 8%
PE2Z R (Sig. =0.708) ,

®5 BLAEDIEBETESHNAFTIRASTAH HRESHUBKER

Table 5 Tests of “H” and “median index” of 3 groups of visitor’s K. A. P in baseline survey

TiH Item HIP(K) HiR(A) 174 (P) KAP F1(S)
%2 33.604 38.796 42.823 37.469
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
*6 ELAEERIHABEFHKAPEZRERILE
Table 6 Prominence comparison of 3 groups of visitor’s K. A. P in baseline survey
Bt 95% EA7 X [A]
SH A 41517 Mean PR @M 95% Confidence Interval
Item Dependent Variable(I)  Dependent Variable(J) Difference Std. Error Sig. IR TR
(I-1) Lower Upper
HIR [& % 2H Control group A1 BA4H Package group 9.74586 ( ) 1.33213 0.000 7.0998 12.3920
(K) fit % 4H Free and independent group 6.95363( * ) 1.31826 0.000 4.3351 9.5722
# BA4H Package group [& 241 Control group —-9.74586( = ) 1.33213 0.000 -12.3920 —-7.0998
Hil % 4H Free and independent group ~ —2.79223( ) 0.98373 0. 006 —-4.7463 -0.8382
B % 4 Free and [& 241 Control group —-6.95363( * ) 1.31826 0.000 -9.5722 —-4.3351
independent group I BA4H Package group 2.79223( %) 0.98373 0.006 0.8382 4.7463
iR [# & 4H Control group A BA#H Package group 10.9614( * ) 1.0365 0. 000 8.902 13.020
(A) fit % 4H Free and independent group 12.5702( =) 1.0257 0.000 10.533 14. 608
# BA4H Package group [& 241 Control group -10.9614( =) 1.0365 0.000 -13.020 -8.902
fit % 4H Free and independent group 1.6089( =) 0.7654 0.038 0.088 3.129
W& 41 Free and [ 7241 Control group -12.5702( =) 1.0257 0.000 -14.608 -10.533
independent group [#1 BA4H Package group -1.6089( %) 0.7654 0.038 -3.129 -0.088
178 @4 Control group 1 BAZH Package group 3.75149( =)  0.30536 0.000 3.1449 4.3581
(P) fit % 4H Free and independent group 4.35065( * ) 0.30218 0. 000 3.7504 4.9509
J#IBAZH Package group [& %E4H Control group —3.75149( = ) 0.30536 0.000 -4.3581 -3.1449
fit % 4H Free and independent group 0.59916( = ) 0.22550 0.009 0.1512 1.0471
W& 41 Free and [ 7241 Control group —-4.35065( s ) 0.30218 0.000 -4.9509 -3.7504
independent group [#1 BA4H Package group -0.59916( * ) 0.22550 0.009 -1.0471 -0.1512
KAP 1 [ 41 Control group I BA4H Package group 24.45870( =) 2.10220 0.000 20.2829 28.6345
(S) fit % 4H Free and independent group 23.87450( = ) 2.08032 0. 000 19.7422 28. 0068
J#IBAZH Package group [& %E4H Control group —24.45870( =) 2.10220 0.000 -28.6345 -20.2829
Hil % 4H Free and independent group  —0.58420 1.55240 0.708 -3.6678 2.4994
W& 41 Free and [ 7241 Control group —23.87450( ) 2.08032 0.000 -28.0068 -19.7422
independent group A1 A4 Package group 0.58420 1.55240 0.708 -2.4994 3.6678

* 7E 0. 05 /K FAEKH: B2  The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level

2.3 WIRXMRHTHLEER

Fi SPSS13. 0 X FHHF Al J5 A AW F K AS MR F IR ST A EH TR, 4 RA RA N
HMF 2. WERT iR,

FEREA IR IEZS 30 BB T, RO AR A ) T R X 80 THRTE 9 K AP 5 KAP Z FIHEAT Hidg
DT 4 STEFREARRBIE AR R 2 P IhEZE X REBIIAL 8, ATUEY, THRG K. TH
HiJE AT BRI P 5T HiRTE KAP ZFHAHR REKIK 7 0. 999 .0. 994 0. 951.,0. 996 , AL M:AH K 1) 1. 2
PEMESE Sig. =0.000 <<0.05, JHHE FHAEHENASIIR BRIV EAEREREEHELER,

FCXTFEAS BRI (R 9) Bon , TR i WU B35 A Sig. =0.000 <0.05, i E THRIG %
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MASHIR ERITAABEER I HREERHEBIFESE K,

®7T THHE3AREESHAFRITHEI LR

Table 7 Comparison of visitors’ ecotourism K. A. P before and after the intervention

g1 K(M +SD) A(M £SD) P(M +£SD) S(M £SD)
Dependent variable THM  TBUE TN TBUs  TEW TBus  TEW  THUS
Before After Before After Before After Before After
[ % 20 25.75 26.73 45.50 47.70 13.37 14.44 84.61 88.87
Control group (2.01) (2.01) (1.10) (1.15) (0.70) (0.70) (2.52) (2.52)
A BAZH 16. 00 17.24 34.50 38.28 9.62 12.60 60. 15 68. 12
Package group (5.08) (4.96) (2.10) (2.16) (0.83) (0.82) (5.79) (5.92)
el 18.79 19.82 32.90 37.13 9.02 12.05 60.74 69.01
Free and independent group (4.26) (4.26) (4.60) (4.65) (1.21) (1.21) (8.66) (8.66)
A1t 18.7726 19.8814 35.579 39.2823 9.9591 12. 6560 64.3104 71.8197
S(M £SD) (5.44598)  (5.34870)  (5.5423)  (5.02151)  (1.81507) (1.28482) (11.21032)  (10.15330)
*8 THHERREMNHEAZITESHEXERER
Table 8 Sample sum and correlation test of K. A. P in pairs of before and after the intervention
. s BAR  hlE MIRER  HXRN o
N Mean n Std. deviation Std. error mean  Corr. coeff. Sig.
Pair 1 T ¥R Before (K) 18.7726 94 5.44598 0.56171 0.999 0.000
FHUG After (K) 19.8814 94 5.34870 0.55168
Pair 2 T ¥R Before (A) 35.579 94 5.5423 0.5716 0.994 0.000
FHUG After (A) 39.2823 94 5.02151 0.51793
Pair 3 T ¥R Before (P) 9.9591 94 1.81507 0.18721 0.951 0.000
FHUG After (P) 12. 6560 94 1.28482 0.13252
Pair 4 T ¥R Before (S) 64.3104 94 11.21032 1. 15626 0.996 0.000
FHUS After (S) 71.8197 94 10. 15330 1.04723
xR9 THREBEEEITHER KRIER
Table 9 ¢ test of K. A. P in pairs of before and after the intervention
Ee Xt 2 5 {75 Paired Differences
WiH Ttem FH b AERRER 95% A X ] t 18 B B
M Std. Std. error 95% Confidence interval t df Sig. (2-tailed)
ean deviation mean FFR Lower FFR Upper
BT BUR -1.10883 0.19716 0.02034 -1.14921 -1.06845 -54.528 93 0.000
Before-After
BT S -3.70362 0.77081 0. 07950 -3.86149 -3.54574 -46.584 93 0.000
Before-After
- T AR -2.69681 0.71406 0.07365 -2.84306 -2.55056 -36.617 93 0.000
Before-After
TR TS -17.50926 1.44753 0. 14930 -7.80574 -7.21277 -50.296 93 0.000

Before-After

% BT Bai AT BE WA SR A R BR A, AP R XA FATIESHR T . W B R AR A
533 #5 (2 related samples tests procedure ) #6563 B ( 458 % A3 10) ,Sig. =0.000 <0.05, JiBdFHig; i+
EIEMAESTIR BRSITAEEENZER,

2.4 3 HLEHXTRHTINGER

WA 3 HELIX R T IR G W BEERRLR(INE 1), Tits5 8 FM, &2 5L R, A
BAZH 5 E e X WA H AR EIR AT AR Z R B3 (P =0.01) . BIEHRKRIERR R ATARED
WA PR, H SR A M, AR ZRA B E (P >0.05) , B A1 BN 5 5 & 4178 AR BR H At 5 R 592 e
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Ja , EEFR EIR AT NHRRKREE LRETARTHET; MEEFAh TEZET THRBRERAH
BRI, BT ARCR ] A B .

F10 THAREEESHRBFRTHESHRBER

Table 10 Non-parameter outcome of visitor’s K. A. P before and after the intervention

S HIR(K) HH(A) 1R (P) KAP F1(S)
It;m T Ja - T T Tl fa - T T T il Ja - T Tl fa - T Wi
Before-After Before-After Before-After Before-After
Z K5 Z -8.759 -8.657 -8.759 -8.520
ML B A (W) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)

F11 THEE3AREESHAZRTHESHRBER

Table 11 Non-parameter outcome of 3 groups of visitor’s K. A. P before and after the intervention

41 TiH THE - T BUAG TH5 - T R T 5 - T A T I F0-T BHTF
Dependent Variable Item Before-After Before-After Before-After Before-After

[ 7 4 Z -3.873 -3.873 -3.873 -3.482
Control group Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

121 BAZH Z -5.555 -5.537 -5.555 -5.412
Package group Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
&4 Free and Z K Z -6.403 -6.053 -6.403 -5.898

WHE B EHAK T (WUR)

independent group 0.051 0.063 0.056 0.057

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)

3 ittt
3.1 4ig

(1) W A S AR S IRWEAT i BE R PEAR 5 58 RIEW, W B 7E R 2UCE 38 = T , REFE IE A ) £ S LRI IR
WrELERE AL AR BB &, T SO B 0 P84T D, TR ZE I 1% 1R VBT S M BB E R AR L%
WS LRE, LHESHEET THHME K. B, N TP % A S MRA T 2047 i 28 b o 8 B O BU R IE
.

(2) #F THRVEIFFRASHR ERATAZERENEEACRR, ULEE THEEREHES
FRER AT A BEZERNEGRIEN , SR ASE T TIF Bt A7 i i B 2 A9 SC 2 o 19 5 & 4
55 BAH 5 R 20 1 T BUSCR 22 IR, BOF S T IR BE R AR R o
3.2 {HIBERAPIHIAE

(1) i1 F Rl —A itk e P BA B B R — ok B[R] — b X = JR]— B, S AT W RN A2 E R R A
—7E B, BT DL BASE B AR A BIORE S LB 8 o ARG N2 5 SE 3 i P AR, B 7 B 2 A A A R
TFRARIR BT USE S , K &l AR A R R o sl #EA T3S HL AT , BB 45 2 B A R ) B SE e 258 o

(2) B BA TP 5K e ad A2 P 18 B B B K RDBUR U 2 O TC & (R, — 26l B 2 5 7 AR SR A 17 2 , B B T
Ho Ao, kWA B\ B R HE R HE R 017 0 5 A SRR th R, TN B MR TARfF e Ak
MRS AL 5 o AN Ke SR B W 2 28 3R 9 W 3 1o Al 2 30 BB ISR A XS R BRPE B 48/

3.3 RRBIRERER

(1) #F T H-S5 ki A 5 BHAE R A E R RO . B AT, B8 B BTSSRl & 808 X A 3SR
U A S A G BT PR EE SRCR , 2 TR A s #EH R GG D BE AL A AT RHE, KT I E S m R 5
W o M EE T IR —F AT, R UK i i A i o (638 B — > S e B D g0 S i
B AFEE TIMMEEREIN? EH2%M0F TEE THE MEESIE ER KT M T? XL
B A & B E TR E B NE
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(2) BB HEAEMEARIRER DT . W7 i BUR 51 %, @ SL A IE HARNRE AR A PR HE L Aol
WEAPRE G R 1 A R KPS SEE AR B F AR AR T — Sl B RN E R, [
i, AT IR Rp A 5T BN T B S M ENT BT BARSS & BN AT LA A B E AR EME AR
55 55 X S IR HU PR 06 BEALAR , R oR R T B
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