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Abstract

Language planning refers to a kind of humanly-conscious intervention within certain
limits in the process of language selection. It has not only something to do with the
language itself, but is far more involved in such issues as the adjustments of the
relations among people or between people and society through language problems.
The traditional analysis on language planning is mainly based on sociolinguistic
theories, which tends to emphasize the basic concepts and categories in this area so
that, at the macro level of public policy, neither practical nor reasonable measures
have been able to brought up. The economic rational-choice theory and the
cost-benefit analytical method, however, can effectively compensate for the
weaknesses of the traditional studies of language planning, and greatly enrich the
development of language planning. This paper reviews the connotation and denotation
of language policies and language planning in details, discusses the significance and
feasibility of conducting economic analysis and research on these two issues, and
makes a comparison between the traditional sociolinguistic analysis and the

new-rising economic analysis on language planning.
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BEHRSETRN: — 1T EFF5E5FILRNAA

PWARE: 65 RIS NRAE 2 BB R F P B AT A B IR T I e AMUUE X)
WE RN, 2 72 BNE L 5 80 N5 N2 LA & 2 MR R . 5
BRI GE AT F O TAERTE 524 B0E, AEAE SRR B &S A A, R A 3L
TECSRE 10 6 W0t b 0 TGVt D7) S T AT 1) 6 BELE T o 1T 480 25 B UE 6 LR L AL 2 114 )
B 7 il AT RO SR AMESETE S RIBE TSI AL, 5 T8 SRR . ASCVEA VIR T
E BORANE 5 R AR S AME, THE T X0 & AT 5 2 A AT 28 i i S AT,
FFEXHTR AR AL oAt 2 5 2 AT MR X 5 A o AT AT T ELAL

R 1 SECE. HE M. EELr. R

[ B 4355 H002; F069 [SCHRR REGIA

VR N AP A RT3 B ) — AN FEEE AL 3 o 1 AT R R R LR R (K 3
HIR O, Bl [E 2800 5471 “BIRSC” BOR. LEASIRIRIENE NS . 5K, XX
IS S BA TR A (language planning) o P 11 4R0R M 5 30 7 e
gy (AE3Ciag). KxEZs). FEiEEsh UUGEE G & MPOEPEE 7 2. DUARi T &,
IS B AR AR R T o AHRAE A — ST ST U, TS RRIA I T L
ERAVGHG o 155 BORS U R T4 2t 55 2 U i 522 R T ST U, e A2
TS IS S . 201080 AR, 28 F 27 T AR MV v S I o 2 11, i
S U 2 SOOI R TR . ATTE & AR OV S8R 4 10— A F LU sk
(RTESEFFITFEAN A LWL S W: Grin, 1996b; 5K T, 2008a, 2008b). A4,
T R 25 2290 5 AL Ge A B e AN, REAR IR L6 ) 2 SCAH MRS RORIA 2 ?
H IR BE VA TAMIB 5 ? A S BEALAL SV 5 o0 S AR S S R Al L, 08 S bty
TEVE & BORANE 5 URIBETT 1A 5 7 FIAE PP IR S
1. fEREEMNEL: AR, IMERRESEE

“CETRR R RAE20 250 FAUS I HISEE T F AR S (Haugen) 5IA
WEE ARG, MR SRR E Sy PR I IR A TR LRSS, AR
Fo S AR [ U AL A B SIS M (Haugen, 1959) o Jask, SRR LA T 4b

7e, “BUERTRERIL (1959 e L——HE) MONTE SR — 4R, RSl



TSR AR BT SR — 304 . WS IR L IR 7 a0, B iE S B
BEATHIWTEES) o TS, DRE SRR E OE S AR (Haugen, 1972,
p. 161) o [ SEAR YO E T RS AL R i — A4, bt A — N3 2 —
SURRE T RIE X A EEARX, @ H AR, BORRE RS (Haugen, 1972,
p.287) , ALY, AT EURREIE SR ME ST, AR NI R RN RS 3.
VE TR NI i U8 5 S AT, RAEE SR I 4 fi . ok,
MIARBHAE LT BSOS, TR 5 R R AT K, BRI SE S, B aiiila
A PR T R DO B RIBGA, XA AR A DA AE R 2 3 DG AT T R

T CHEFBOE” M CIESHIR . A¥EE AN T ERAXAIM. Gottlieb (1994, #
51 Carroll, 2001) 2 5E b “ i 5 MR A BN TALIE 5 5. 55 BER 2 M
R h T IE BT H bR T 6 2 S (R 1 5 7, Gottlieb & Chen (2001) X AM7aiit: 15
TR RN LIRS SR E R AN S E SR 1R SR IS . TR
T BUR AR 12 AU LR SR AT (KX 2635 3 (1 R ZEMERLRI o Tollefson (1991) tHFRIE T v #f
RIE Ao ARy, T 5 MR I A A7 RO R 1 5 AR AR M a5 R B D AR RV 3, o 5 B
FHIBUR AT NG S LRI (p.16) o Ager (2001) MIH “IEF K" FKoRABLE AN N B4
MNHEWIEE TGS, H “HESTBOE” FHRE AT A . H5E, Tollefson  AgerfllGottlieb
& ChenFIX Al LT b BEARMBUE X o FEARRA UMy, B “BOR” AR 8 Xak
FUCEAI PRSP KRN, BRI, O — R SRR Ay ATk, AT AT
R SRBOR LA T 5 HEART J7 (0, WA AXHE S #A i 3 B BCE, fwZ iy, %
LT, T E T VP B B 1) AT O S B AR PR o B AT B A AR
YEPERNAT B LU JG DT I M BEAOH 11, IX B — @ 10IE 3. Bugarski (1992, [%:751H
Schiffman, 1998])I\K, &5 BURTRHIME — MESTEE 5 Ak M BUR, XEeHAT . IR
WU RE S e T 4L DRE A S LR B IR 5 L ARV DI IG5 LRI AE T 5 BURMESE
JITRER K — R T AL X U 5 A8 ks L B AR, XSt i ks S B S IR . H5)
—ik s RRFUA,  “EFBEOEIER TR F AL A0S Z WSCR I — R YT ORI LR
SRS BORM S, Wi, W2ESE” (2001, 5511450, WA AN
R R £ BE R 35T W BAX 4 . Phillipson (2003, p.15) AA, iE 5 BUR A SBEERR
PRIy . HAT IR AR A S 43K Cacquisition planning) &1 &5 ML 1 3= 2 A
2%, fERESHSFM AN, BEMREE5%. ND%, JEFAESHA K. X4
X595 FKloss (1967) X5 5 MRIA G (H— ANl 43
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AT, BRI SRR AU K 2 BTN R e RO I X S, A
TMEAEE O . BE T RS USRS 5 BOR M S, A —e fiE . "M
B, WA GHE AR, BRI SR G T IR R vl 8, U6 JL -3 A,
XA R IWHFE B, BORTD EE R, MR A RRECE, AT ORIk X
e . PRI, O S BORANE 5 RIS F i, AR o TR ar, B 4 st 54

BRI FSR X 3, AR GeiE 5 R B8 78 75 A S (0 BEAAEAR AN AR [R] W] LLESE ) 2
VR I DAY 5 A0 A B X AU R N AN T = 5 AN K o TR — 254 4R
TPV LA VIR o A 2 57300 9 R A0 ) LA IRLAE G R T8 5 AR Lo S RO AR
TR A IR L N B ST IS0, RIS A S, slQEHiE S s ),
LRSI AR RITBe S BCAE T, S0 5 IR W VL. BRSOy T
AT $E. MYEAIN T (Tauli, 1968) . Kloss(1967)& IiL = M RIAN AL 45 B AE 7 REFF 5
PG AR A5 5 I FBARAAE, RIS AL, ENAZHIE—ME S 5 e 5 ARl
EREE, BITE AT o AN AR 3 IR R T 5, — R A B RE S REMES,
— PR AE AL S IR TE T o LUK P RIASIR] (K30 75 00 0 il A lb—25 800 the TE S A
%l Ccorpus planning) , BIICHETE & A G 5l & A5 MI IR 15 & HuT BRI (status
planning), FRIFH—FE@ AL, S T L — P T B R AR A A D RE AT H
%71 (Kloss, 1967) o BLJi, ZFFADET IR THMAIR, BRI P B4 7 4k 7
KRR T AT A2 R, RIS SRR A S U B A R 55 i 8 )3 ) A 5%
J1, FHEFKlossk oy, NI G AIE T REA G BGET N, 8= #HiH 2 (Karam,
1974) o HA BTSRRI B, 0 AR U T S i RIDP A 45 P gt e o5 bl B 7, A
TRl (i, BARD MY (Rubin & Jernudd, 1971; Jernudd, 1991) . Baldauf Jr.
(2004) HE[FEIXFH A5, I HAA N 5 RIBR AR . AR IR 22 AN, A2 375 ST 430
RIFE BRI, o > 452 M Cooper (1989) A5 FHTMTHIMo  B 25 1) 5 S A Xt A
RIA G (AR Lo BRI SRR T, s O o A E— R S U, Bl M ERShr L
H, R AR Rl S0 5 0 O o R, O 1 B Je by 2 IR 55 BB A R i, A2 A
F LS T A e T g 7 s A B AL o FRIX AU 4T Fishman (1974)
Eastman(1983)FIRFE K (2005) %545,

B G BRI N, SR AMEANWTY R, ANATDRE 5 R 28 T 0 i B

VSRR EU) TR A ) RS AE S AT S5 ) PRI B AR RARE S A S
ESUbpIIE



T E RLR O R AR 32 SO S8 8 118 5 22 I 30, 1002 — o T il ot 25 5 )
FIEOA I BENES) (Jernudd & Das Gupta, 1971) , 80, 0658 5 90 Sk i vett 2
20 BUA B —F vk (Weinstein, 19800 , HEtE U, W5 MR SR TE 241,
WATAEE T2 GYPHBE, 1993) , B AN B2 BIAR S5 ), R Z G 00 T 48 2 Hi
W HE . SPruiE SRS, Mihlhdusler (2003) EEA N, WAL L, 5
F R — T B TR R NSRRI R Gt R ZREPE IG5 .

PAESCTET RO, BEARAAHIE, SEBR Lo IANIH) (¥ 1 B2 7 V8 5 BRI vF
ZAFURTE A2 NATHE S R X FEEGI AN, B2 05 500 5 R i 5 8
RS IR o FRA VAT 16) T Ho— Tl FE iSSR0 W T8 5 R N 22 i B, R
BT AN AR BILERIR AT, (HICBE X1 5 R — B, 2 LU — 41 sk
(AR B S DRI S 8, 3K — A I 5 SO R KD BT DL AR A B TiE S
BORFNTE 5 FRI R MO 2 1EVFAR

FSL b, EEMRINRIZ FE, R T ILA SRS A, AR, ANFRIR
SV T BORORIE: 5 RN AT DG A U T O ), 3B S e T 3 75 R 4 AR AR T 5%
TR 1 R AT T 2R S RS R 3 1B Ak, 1R
5 [ PR FITE A 146 (Cobarrubias & Fishman, 1983) . &5 Z LA MAURE S 2 FhiE
TS IR, AR AR, BERYET 2. 55 RS, ANH
WiZ 2t 43 AR B A X IR AGE S o 1 IO XA TIE S 2R ATE 5 W2 i,
— 773 THT R — A PR 3 R [ % M A FH AR [ (R 5, ) — T A SR/ [ O 22 IRt
TR, SRS TR SN TR, A SO AN LT A
Ao VBT Bl T LU SR AT — i T o B AR 1 7 I s AR R 2 3 o X EARK K
TR AT, S IE S H R DB AR, I SRR A 58 (0 A A B
Fo KRB AR T BT AL X AL AR, JF B RE . 15 5 Bl 2 VF 2w iE R [
FSATIE 5 RURIEAR, SV BR i S AR T AR 2530k, 22350 BO/A A% Jy 1 R HA B 5¢
BEATAZH, AR THERE A E B, AR TR EAE XN G FRRERCR, BT LA 1%
P B S0 R0 38 F U 51 D AR v BB - S A A S R X, 2
TBIERE— P LRI A 35 5 15 b bt 5 2% = B A bs T AR 15 S
2. EEMUMEFES: BEXSFITH

YOUE T BURRNE = R e 5 AR L SR A B BORRIE SRR AT @ X, AT
DA KRR 4 18, B 10 5 ORI 5 RUR) B AT IXPE— SRR L 15 5 MRS — AN A
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ARG, S NFAE— € R A 5 B R AT A RORTHL, B AU i 5 A
IRk, B2 R A 5 N AR, L R 2 BE R T 5 1) U N N2 T LR 22 2 ) 5%
AMEE (DY IARL BUf . 5%, e, IR, SCHAE B AEAE T2 s m 6 v 5 DD
S AR D 5 MOANSG RIS, 1 5 Ao AR 55

{EZ H R BAT P T 525 1 a3 P 1) 5 MR RS LA IO WE LRI AN RERS T 5
BUR I R S I MR AR 2o bR T & EIAD SRS, 1 5 R BIe AR B B A A
ARV 0] a0, ] PP — i = BORBOE 5 MR ER ? PR AR E R4 7 &
(IR SIAT 22 "] BE e OR RV 5 IR, SUREAR URTE 5 2 REME Y SR IR A8 R BAZ A
5?7 XLEHOT — ELINPLTE 5 R AT TN D3 () 30 AL

AN LT 5 AT A e MORIE R f 11, Cooper (1989, p.98)
WA AT ELAIRE J LA T T 2 20 i 5 R 80 W R e & 2 XA A4T 0, Sl
Lo N? BOERIFA K (B TAEAZIHD 7 A%t T 205 Aol
FE? HORUWIFT? Haarmann (19900 WIMEESZH A1 EE B, A SRR o 35 LR 10 s A 2
Wi 34 W 1% 5 & AR S R RILE 7 32 A A RIERE - IR JLEZS2 RIBEE 2 AEAT A1 00 T
PR FIHE ? AR, I AATFTRBN, 5 R A P2l i 5 2 i, 8w
Pt oty BURY: . B FMATTAE P RHR R 5 R A RHE L JUE T2
MRS AR R B BB A VAR e H .

W E AT B NG B BERG 40 1 5 BUR S T 5 R ok T8 . izt
P, W E AU AL A BN AT I, JEE S NS TEAT A AR A A AR A
LBFIGARIMUBFTUN—ADATF 325 F (BRI, 2008b). Grin (1996a, p.31) B M2
DREA IO B4 v 5 RN o N e B ARSI SRR 7 T A R 5 T L 8 £ — o
RGN BVERAE T BB A R 0BS5S T eIl E U B I ASE
XY G AT T A Y TR A R 2 A e TG . AT RAR M, 0 /AR 5 BURAIE 5 Ak
FIPASTT TR A A —REBBESHRXNEEIESTE, RXEEFELN T LIE
R, CREFHEERW TXEERE. G MAT 750 7iE 5 2R gmad2 e (.,
BETHAEREEION) s A A F A5 E BOE AR RIS (W, EER5
DA F AR %) s ZRERE. Bk LHAMESBORGE. M4
Dref R BR JA R s 5 RN AT A T T DR G P T8 5 BORIRCR . IXHLIFAE

VRV AR B R IR S B T O BSOS S R VRN T i, AEAE PP R ER R I PP A A oA
AR LA PR G SR A A, B WA



VU 5 BOR— E B BTN, 18] BUANE T 53— BOR BRI ™ 2 T 1R i A Cl
B T ECEA TR D BUIORTE D, AR T PHBH “ W TET 7 (internal effectiveness
evaluation) o PYFBALES PRI AT B 58 AEAE 8 I BURIE I (1. Ledn, AT (&%) VE
R R B D B R e 5 A R R BN R AR N T T T B RS R AR
iy, FILEBORAH L, T SR A A, —FhBOR L 5 — i8R 5 75 ZAR S St bk i 5 2 11
R, KRR, S, ATREHILZ AT T BORIIE R CemIn H T ek B e
BE SEHLEHSES T o KR, ERESGRERWHEECEA 2 G, (=
WA EA BRI A XU 2 MO ARG VP (external effectiveness evaluation) o
SR, BUR R A I DL A BE S HAR AN, BN AN D HAR
F AN ER A R 2) PP BRI A 26 5 222 IR BRI BN e i . 2R
SREIAVAH T LG AL, U0 200 P[] — W H i bR PP 4% B BOHE I BN R o 3V 5 BUR IR
RO, T F 2 AR R R R IR, JEREAE 45 R s L e IUBR 1 AN R TE
—i o IXEATBATRE S DAL A A BRHE R LU A 8 58 A AN R IO, X A bR e 3 A ——
g Ccost-benefit) JMHT". SEVEF A BUICKYL, 00 5 HOF R I, ik REaeis
T AR T HARE T B T SN N BN (K IR AT 2 VS O R T AR
KA AT FIRAEG AR Z 1. T 5 U K T 5 MR 0T
(McManus, 1985; Grin, 1995) . KTl 5 BURRCRIFH ST (W1Grin & Vaillancourt,
1998, 1999) . & iEFH BURRA B IHT 5T (WVaillancourt, 1996, VPl T Quebecif & L
SRIRIASD AR L3 o] Al HE AR 1) [ 25 e e

BEAh, U2 1o BT T v DA B S BRI AN TP e BN A A F g AT B AT
(Grin, 1996a) o fl, WISGEFBORIE T (BB Ie . A RIS 5 AU 20 DD
LU, SR U0 PR PR TR AT B T B0 4 I b AR A P11 5V o Grin &
Vaillancourt (1999) #il, #FHBORMATLMEHE . fHE. Wl R sSR S BORE—#, i
IFFABIC P ERER, AT H I SRR e, “AZHAMERL”  (no taxation without
representation) FMSE T LG TEFBOR, WA XE ST —HEEL AR —ES, I
HXWEF s EASCA b EoR A S, PTRASAT “BURN AR AE 5 k&5 st A AL H
iEBL”  (no taxation of speakers of language X without provision of services to them in language

X0 ByJg e LK, s b, AR RS XY — EAZAH [ BB HIR AR, U A St

@ Grin $2H T ARG (cost-effectiveness) IX—HE&, RFeIETTFMEEE X FEHCE, NEHEIZE. HE,
WA XA NI, SuFR R A G SR TR .
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BB YTE SRS, XU BUGFEXTE S B R E R RS TYIE SIS A
RIS ABRI A BERAE, XBITRAAPHD o Rk, WRY 2GEET, mxXam
W, IR MOE I TR TE T 1 H I AT (FF B R DB S I R, X
PO T 5 HCR S — A S5 2480 o Pool (1991) 43HT T JRA /M Hic ) i) . 48
WHEZETBAT (G R R — R, EREEREE, WD , SRS TES.
AL PRI b SR 5 BRI FE AR e, SRR AN TE S A2 O BRI Ty
VT o AT DL IO T AR SO AN D LE B 2o RO AP BOR TR, %
TERRE S B A SA B Js WATI IR AN A (B 22K Grin(1996¢) i U 2 TH AR,
WAy 2 8 [ 5 P S AR Ay OB T B . B, R B TR UG T T BURAE
ORI PEAI BV (R S B 1) R, T AS A 15 R AR BUA A 1 R T L

B, TR, VRN T T BOR L S IR 2 AT RUR 2 B BOR T
TR 10 R, T AEAARRRI o PR AR R SO, AR T AR A T
SCE AR 53 15 MR A ARK RN RS (MG hol N
PRI UIRAE, SERAERIE, MARA, Mgt vl, eMRINEMCOARET B, M
WBESHMHEZEKKR (Halliday, 2001).
MERHMHNHSIETFEMRELFTFEMRAZILE.: EREEEIME

I T BURRIE S RN AL G0 T 32 BT T4 418 5 2 CRE IR Y IS 5 2O HLig,
R SR U () #0 E IX L8 S R R AR YW, T 01 S P03 T LB s Rl —, il %
GEI TS BURANE S IR0 G5 W65 IR IR £ .

FEF FIRERO T ARG RS, ABEAL. FEOMRACT, I MBCREIGE
W I E AT THAE F XA AR L IAZ OB R AR, DURONTE 5 I 1A 5 R0
8o ANRZAAET, EANEAILBOR K 2 WL L IJEvEAT RO AT SCTE = B0F sSCE
BRI IRARA R RO T B E T 2

Gi—ANJI I, R R E S A A MR, RS AREIE FBOR, 1}
PEFEMELE, EFFARL, TS E LR E S E . 7E - EET A RIE AT, 5
AR R PHAS SR R B R RN, AT AT AR LIS T R T
Pr LI BB — R AT, SO SRR R R K50 D R RN, 5 5 BOR e )
AR R 2L TBUARHE . HIERER, 155 BORANE S RIHEAT — NP .
BRI 2Rk — SR R s s I SRR, SRSCRAEIER R, Rk
SRl O IR LA o T TV A I L R 2 (K ), AT SR OGN BR
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PR A EILBUR A 205 H IR 245 58 . JLe K7 i A SERP B PR VEAN B« e 1151
MR ST A BN DV A P AR AT ROWIK AR AL (s RN e B A B R U R i
FIONEEBD |, XA LR i (B (i, B R E SR F A R S ) BER
K, R R BUR T3 T IR, o XTI VEL T G A AT — ST T BURANE 75 R
SCHRA, ARME GO —F AT A A S A G AR BOR AR, DR R R 1 ix o
BOR, IFRAT S R b5 5 RIS 1 AR I R AE i o X AT AT e AL Rl i b ke L 4
TRLE 58 A AN R I BURE, XA HERR S A —— AR 00T o AR AT 75 BOR A ok (18 5 1
SR R AR RIS TR s S8 B R T OB T 5 BOR ISR R . FLRT, 1 S AU R
KT F BORSCR WV L AR A R, 6140, Vaillancourt(1996) P74 T Quebec
B BOEIEA; Grin & Vaillancourt (1998, 1999) XFHioh%4. /Rt B/RZHE
it (Basque) [HEKIEFTBORMEN . 28R, BURM AR 5 HTE A A5 TR AT
BEAL, T I AR B e S 5 O RO A £ U 2 SOR T IR 1 BRI 1) 8 1)
(problem-oriented), 1} 4EA H.AF ] 3 [fi (interaction-oriented) . 1) #-5 [i [ RR F1 SE3E B i) A
(K1 J DR ORI 5 LA B SRR TR R4 ) ORI BOCHER B8 10 5 M 4%, Bt Ul e
AR I JURIAR IR T VE TRV ORIERE o AR B, A EAEF S AR AT, 2 B0 ROBORUT R B s b
SARAT IIZAT s LR 22 1 5 TR 2 e SR i 3 S0 24 I BUR S5 R« 1) 5 2, TEBURHE |
St AR ) ) (R BOR 2 BT e S, A8 HAE R ) 40 AT G (Scharpf, 1987) . Grin (2000)
p5)

MGG, DM BUR T A5 22 A 2 0 U3 17 ) (W1 Stokey & Zeckhauser, 1978),

/\‘-/U

BREAT HZTIE MGR, DA ZR0 0 A HAE IS 17 2387 A T g (41 Hamburger, 1979;
Hargreaves & Varoufakis, 1995) o {HJ&, [ZRiA L FULST 5632 W — ROy vk 2,
IS LEBOR S BUA Z M ROC R 0] 8T W AL AN, AT DEAEAE, SRS A0 1) Al
AR G SR, A U, AR SR R 5 T LI o AT b S AEUR e 1) AL e S i s
S (3D IS 2 (RS8R 455 08 A RTIGE S5 AR IO S, HLR w5
iAo AMTUAR B PERAR M —Fh 757 (RIRRT IR R AR /NI o TITE AR MBUR
G, BB IARAE AL 2 RAR R AT R B, XS S AR R R . K,
B N IR S AR PR T AR BEAN— S W B (¥, T LA, Xt 8 A rAE AR 2 2 (R X
W, ARl Ak, BUE s SR, BT REAILGNEH 1, 185 5
BUR A = W (Grin, 2000,

AL, PR AR S BURANE SRR 00 L3 B TRl AR, AL, tfreE

@ Stokey & Zeckhauser (1978). Hamburger (1979). Hargreaves & Varoufakis (1995) ¥J%:5| 4 Grin (2000).
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Lo B B T AR A R A Xt AN TE IR R . S 2
FEVE AN T iy A RAR R i AE . TN Ak se . s, IR EERE, SR
A P2 BT AT R B PR B o i e A R0 g AR, 1 0 T PR Al 2 B AR A 3 T 5 i 2
Ap b, SRR AT LUK B B R e R 5 B P R U i Mt o A2 R I AT A
LS, BURF R A 1 B B AT BOR AR ) 0F HANRF € TR AAH RIS
L o I A R R AT T REMS il — L84 20 T8 5 AR AR B, BONIBUR A R AR R, (HIXANE
REENTRAELER . BRATF AL T RE B — L IR0 5 AR, ALl Es
B k&5 5D 5 AR . WA, WERIAMETE 5 BORTE 5 R T 405F
PTG ] REAEAE AR R, VTR R VIR AN K — MT AR
PrC R PR e ey 4 BVERRE, Hai G, HEY HaES
PRI R TU R, AT BEHIE VI SE W AT UK

5iE

ASCAEAL G 5 I I R A L0 T8 5 R 035 2 0 (1 T SCATRT AT PEREAT 1 )4
ARG, JEXTTE 5 A% Ge o T AN 22 e 2 o3 A idb AT 1 LI, iHe 17 0007 4% A A8 5 4.,
FFxt B AT T ST TSR ASEAE 5 B R F PR R AT 1A R
T EABCE X SRR, 2 729 BE R 5 180 N5 N2 18 LKA 25 2 1)
RAMREE, SAERWNTNE S AR MERE, 15 S E e o NSRS . 155 s
FRHOTE FESRA W AN AN G AR BE AU R 78 50 5 0 H B S 9T Rl e AR T 5
SR T S R B I 8 R AT b o T 28 5 2 B 08 5 BV AN S AR WL 25 20 M ) 1 A
B AL IX 25K, M HADAENAN T RS AL — AR 5 A OG A IE R Ry i
TORAEREFE. Bk SEREAIPEN TR S BRI .

RIS o AT 5 IR TR D A, AR BEA I A S e N T R LU i g, (HA
SRR, XA BAT—FhE AU AN SE R S LR, 205F 2 AR AU I REAR B b
BUVE TR TT Ok o 4 5L e P o A T R SR T, AT e R FL R
FUI FE SRR AR 153 BB B 5 Aol

2

Bk

an

CHEOZA T 22, sk TE (2008a, 2008b). #isf4: (2008) 2%,
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