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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: — 1M EFF5E5FILRAA

PWARE: 65 RIS NRAE 2 BB R F R B AT A B IR T AU X
WEE RN, 2 7 BNE 5 80 N5 N2 LA & 2 MR R . 5
BRI GE oA B TAESTE 52 B0E, AEAE SR RIS B &S A A, R A 3L
USRIV 3t D) S AT AT 1) 6 R T o 1T 8 5% 25 B UE 6 LS FH A 25 114 20
B 7] AT RO SR AMESETE SRR T AL , 5 T8 SRR . ASCVEA VIR T
T BORANE 5 R AR S AME, THE T 3 AT 8 5 A AT 2 i i S AT,
FFEXHTR AR A oAt 2 5 2 I RUB X BB A o AT AT T EA

R 1 SECE. HE M. EELr. R

[ B 43451 H002; F069 [SCHRIR IREGIA

VR N AP A RT3 B ) — AN FEEE AL 3 o 1 AT R R R LR R K B
HIR O, Bl [E 2800 5471 “BIRSC” BOR. LEASIRIRIEINE NS . 5K, XX
— AU IS S FATFR I E S MK (language planning) o FP R 77 4EK (3 5 50 7k 9B
F) (AE3Ciag). KxEZs). FEiEEEh LGRS MPOEPHE 7 2. DUARi T &
) IE B AR AR T o AR AR — ISR, TS RIA I T L
ERAVGHG o 155 BORS U R T4 2t 5 A U i 522 R T S e, A2
TS IS S . 2012080 AURS, 28 PF 27 I 4R MV v 5 I s 2 11, i
S U 2 SCIRONE ORI TR . H ATTE & AR O 5 S8R 4 10— A F LU sk
(RTESEFFIFEAN AL WL S W: Grin, 1996b; 5K T, 2008a, 2008b). A4,
T IR 55 50 5 AL GE A B e AN, REAR RIIB LG ) 2 SCAH MRS RORIA 22—
H M RE VA TAMIBE 5 ? A S BEAEAL SV 5 o0 S AR S S R Al L, 08 S bt
TEVE & BORANE 5 URIBETCHh A A7 5 7 FIAE PRIk S A
1. fEREEMVEL: AR, SMERRESEE

“CHETRR R RAE20 250 FAUS I HISEE T F AR S (Haugen) 5IA
WEE ARG, RS R E Sy PR I IR A TR LRSS, e
Fo S AR [ U AL A B 1 SIS M (Haugen, 1959) o Jask, SRR ILAE T 4b

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



VBT R A T S I 008 U SRR A O IR BRI 7 3, A s R
BEATHIWTEES) o TS, PDRE SRR E OE S RIS (Haugen, 1972,
p. 161) o [ SEAR YN E T MRS AL R i — A48, Hi bt A — AN 2 —
SURRE T IRIE X A EIEAEX, @ H AR, BORRE RS (Haugen, 1972,
p.287) , ALY, AT R IE SR ME ST, AR R IR RS 3.
VE T UK NI B U8 T S AT, RAEE SR I 4 fi . ok,
MIARBHAE LT BSOS, TR 5 R IR AT K, BRI SE S, B aiiilag
A PR T R DO B RIBGA, XA AR DA AR 2 2 DG AT T K

T CHEFBOE” M SR, H¥EER AN HRAXAIM. Gottlieb (1994, #
51 A Carroll, 2001) 2 5E Sk “ i MURE A BN TALIME 5 L. 155 BERE M
Rl h T IE BT H AR T ) 2 S (R 1 5 7, Gottlieb & Chen (2001) X Ah7aiit: 15
TR RN LIRS SR E R A S E SR 1R SR S . TR
T BUR AR 2 AU R SR AT (KX 265 3 (1 R ZEMERLRI o Tollefson (1991) tHFRIE T [v)#f
RIL Ao ARy, T 5 BRI A AT RO R 1 5 R AR M a5 R B D RR RV B, o 5 B
FHIBUR AT MG S LRI (p.16) o Ager (2001) MIH “IEF K" FRoRABLE AN N B fA
MNHEWAEE TGS, H “HESBOE” FHRE AT A . H5EZ, Tollefson « AgerfllGottlieb
& ChenFIX Al LT N BARMUR X o FEAR RGBTy, B “BOR” AR 8 Xak
FUCEAI TR IGE P KRN, BRI, O — AR SRR Ay ATk, AT AT
R SRBOR A AN T 5 HEART J7 (0, WA AXHE S #E i 5 B BCE, fwZ iy, %
WAF, T E T VP B B 1 AT O S B AR TR o B AT B A AR
YEPERNAT B LU IG DT I O 1, IX B — @ 10IE 3. Bugarski (1992, [%:751H
Schiffman, 1998])I\K, &5 BURTRHIME — MESTEE 5 Ak M BUR, XEeHA7 . IR
DU E S e T 4L DCRE A JE AT B IR 5 L ARV DI IOC R 1 S LRI AE T 5 BURIESE
JITREX K — RG] T AL X T 5 A8 ks L B ARSIl X S it i ks S B S IR . H5)
—ik s RRFUA,  “EFBEOEIER TR F AL A0S 2 WMSCR I — R YT ORI L
SRS BORM S, Wi, WESER” (2001, 5811450, WA AN
RIS £ BE R 35 T W BAX 4 . Phillipson (2003, p.15) AN, iE S BURK A SBEER
PRIy . HAT IR AR A S 43K Cacquisition planning) &1 & MK 1 3= 2 A
7%, MERESHSFM A0, BEMRESE5%. NS, JEFAES#0K. XA4
X o395 FKloss (1967) XHiF 5 MRIA G H— Al 43
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AN, T BURAE 5 ARIE — U R 2 B = A A X 4y, BE AT
TMEAPE T BOR . BE RS R UUE IS 5 BOR M S, A —e fiE . f—"MH
B, WA GHE AR, BRI SO OC T IR R Il 8, U6 JL -3 A,
XA BT . WM R SCEBE, BORTP S AR, MR B AR B, XA ORIk X
). PRI, SEE S BORAIE S R 5 TP L, AKX TRLF, B 4ax xS

BRI FSR X 43, AL Gei 5 MR R0 78 75 A S (R BB AN AR [R] W] LA SE 2
VTR P9 5 A 2 B A X — SRR RN T AN T =E & R T o R T Y — 264 A
RN I AV o A7 L 1 BRAR ) BRAEIRAE B R IR &5 AR o 3RO A,
EE IR A IR L NE ST IS ), RIS A S, sl HiE S s sh,
RIS AR RITBE S BCAE T, S0 5 IR W I BRSOy T
ATEE. MYEAIN T (Tauli, 1968) . Kloss(1967)& IiE = M RIAN AL 45 B AE 7 REFF 5
PSR R R A5 5 I FBARFAE, BB S AL, IENAZHFIE— MBS 5B S ARl
EREE, BITE AT o AN AR 2 IR R T 5, — R A B RE S REMES,
— PR AE AL S IR TE T o LUK P RIASIR] (K3 55 00 0 il A lE—25 8000 e TE S A
%l Ccorpus planning) , BI GRS &5 A G 5B 5 A5 HI IR 15 & HUT BRI (status
planning), FRIFH—FEE AL, S T oL — P T B R AR A A D RE AT H
%71 (Kloss, 1967) o BLJi, ZFFADET IR THMAIR, PRI B4 T 4k 7
KRR T AT AN E R RIS SRR A S U P A R 55 i i )3 ) 5%
J1, FEEETKlossikl 43, A HA ZONET REA G 8GE ST M, 8 #FHMA 2 (Karam,
1974) o H A BTSRRI B, L AR U T S i RIDP A 45 P i e o5 bl B 9%, DA
TRkl (S, BARD MY (Rubin & Jernudd, 1971; Jernudd, 1991) . Baldauf Jr.
(2004) HEFEIXFH A5, I HAA KT 5 R ER . AR IR 22 AN, 3 200 355 3T 130
RIFE BRI, o S 45 RIE M Cooper (1989) A8 T HM o B 25 1) 5 S A X A
KA G (AR Lo BRI GO R ORTE T, s 0 o A E— R S IR, Bl M ERShr L
H, R el T 008 5 0P 00 e R, 508 17 S 4 Mk A 2 R 55 R AR E T I, = 1
F LS T A 0 T g 7 s B ALK o FRIX AU 4T Fishman (1974)
Eastman(1983)FIRF K (2005) %545,

B G ERA N, S IRIAMEANWT R, ANATDRE 5 R 28 T 0 i B

VSRR EU) TR A ) RS AE S AT 5 ) AR B AR RARE S A e
ESUbpIRIE



B E RLR O R AR 3 SCRIE 2 8 118 5 22 R0 30, 1002 — o T il ot 251 5 )
FIEOA RS BENES) (Jernudd & Das Gupta, 1971) , B0, 0655 5 9 Sk i vett 2
20 BUA BT —F 77k (Weinstein, 19800 , HEtE U, W5 MR N SR TE 241,
WATAEE T2 GYPHBE, 1993) , Bl AN Bk BRI S5 ), RZ G 00T 4 2 Hi I
I BE . SPruiE SR T, Mihlhdusler (2003) EEAR N, LA E, 5
TR T B TR R NSRRI R G K2 REPE IG5 .

PAESCTET RO, BARARAHIA, SEBR Lo AT (¥ ff B2 7 V8 5 R vF
ZATUBNE A2 NATHE S R X FEEGI AN, B2 55 2 500 5 R Hs 5 8
R IR o FRAT TS 16) T o — ol FE iSSR0 W08 5 R Cn N 22 i A B, R
BT I AR BILERIR AT, (HICBE X 5 R — B, 2 LU — 474k
(AR B S DR BRI S U8, 3k — A I 5 SO R KD, BT AR A B TiE S
BOAFNTE 5 FRI A SO 2 1EVFAR

FSL b, EEMRINRIZ FE, R T ILA S S A, AR, ANFRIR
SV T BORORIE: 5 RN AT DG R T O ], 3l S e T 3 75 BRI 4 AR AR ] o 5%
T R 1 B R AT T 2R S RS R A 1B Ak 1
5 [ PR FITE A 46 (Cobarrubias & Fishman, 1983) . &5 Z LA MAURE S 2 FhiE
TS IR, AR AR, BERYET 2. 55 RS, ANH
WAZ 2t 43 AR B A X AR AGE S o 1 IO XA TE S 2R ATE 5 W2 i,
— 773 THT R — A PR 3 R [ % A FH AR B (R 5, ) — T A SR 3 [ O 22 IR vt
TR, LFEEPE USRS T TR, AR O AN LT A
Ao VBT G T LU SR T 2 B AR 1 5 I s AR RS 3 o X ARK K
TR AT, RS H R DB AR, I SRR A 58 (0 AR A B
Fo IXEMEAEER T BT AL X AL AR, It HAChRE . 1 55 [ Bl /2 VF 2w iE R [
FIATIE & RRIEAR, eV BR s S AR T AR S50k, 22350 BO/AAE Jy 1 R Ho A B 5¢
BEATAZ I, AR THEREA E B, AR TR EAE XN G FRREROR, BT LA 1%
P B A1 R0 U 5 1 D A v BB v A A S BRI, 2
TBIERE— P LRI A 15 5 15 b bt 5 2% = B A b T AR 16 5
2. EEMUMEFES: BEXSFITH

YOUE T BURRNE = HRI e 5 AR L SR A 8 5 BORRIE 5 R AT e X, aT
DA X RE 4 18, B 10 5 ORI 5 BRI B AT IXPE— SRR L 15 5 MRS — AN A
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ARG, S NIAE— € R A F B R AT A RORTHL, B AU i 5 A
IR, B2 R TE 5 N AR, SR 2 BE R 5 1R U N N2 T LR 22 22 ) 5%
AMHEE (DY IARL BUf . 5%, e, IR, SCAE B AR T2 s m 6 v 5 DD
S AR DO 5 MOANSG IS, 1hE 5 Ao Nk S5

{HZ H R BAT P T 525 1 3 30 P 1) T 5 MR RS LA IO WE T RIS AN RERS T 5
BOR I R S I MR AR 2o BR T 8 EIA SRS, 1 5 R B AR B B A AE
AR ) a0, afa] PR — i S BORBOE 5 MR ER ? YRR E R4 7 &
(IR SIAT 22 e BE e OR RS 5 I R, SCREAR URTE 5 2 RE MR SR IR A8 R BAZTRAS
i ? XLHOT — ELINPLTE 5 RIFE AT TN D3 (K 30 AL

AN T 5 AT A I e MR (R ff 1%, Cooper (1989, p.98)
WA AT ELAIERE JLANJT T 2 20 i 5 R 30 W RN e & 2 XA A47 8, Sl
Lo N? BOERIFA K (B TAAZIHD 7 A%t T 20 Aol
FE? FORUWIHT? Haarmann (19900 WIMEESZH A1 EE TR, A SEBE AR 35 LRI 10 IS A 2
Wi 34 W 1% 5 & AR S R RILE 7 32 A 2 RIERE - IR JLEZ 52 RIERE 2 AEAT At 0L
PR IIE ? AR, IEWAATFTRBI, 5 R A P al R i 5 2, 5w
LAt aity BURY: . B FMAETF A5 RHR . 5 R A RHE L JUE T2
MRS AR R B BB A VAR e H .

W E LTI NG 1 BERS 40 1 5 BUR S T 5 R ok T8 . izt
P, W E AU AL A BN AT, JEE S S TEAT A AR £ A AR A
LVFIGARIMUBFTUN— DT 325 R (BRI, 2008b). Grin (1996a, p.31) B M2
DREA IO B4 v 5 RN o AN e 5 ARG DA SR R 7 T A R 5 T LB 8 £ — o
ARG BVE AL T BB KA R 0BS5S T eIl E U BRI ASE
X G AT T A VTR A R A B A T TG . AT RAR 0t /AR 5 BURAIE 5 Ak
FIPASTT TR A A AL —REBBEESHRXNEEIESTE, RXEEFELN T LIE
R, CREFHEERW TXEERE. G MAT 750 TiE 5 R Emad2 s (.,
BETHAESEEION) s B IEE S F A5 R BONE AR RIS (W, EER5
DA F AR B s ZRERE. Bib. LHAPESBORGE. M4
DrEf BRI A R s S RN AT A T T DR G PN T8 5 BORIRCR . IXHLIFAE

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



VU 5 BOR— E B BTN, 18] BUANE 15— BORBBCR I ™ 2 T 1 it Al
B T ECEA TR D BUIORTE D, AR T PHBE “ WS TET 7 (internal effectiveness
evaluation) o PYFBALES PRI AT B 58 AEAE 8 I BURIE I (1. Ledn, AT (&%) VE
R E R B D B R e 5 A R R BN R AR N T T U T B RS R AR
iy, FILEBORAHEL, T SR A A, —FhBOR L ) — i B 5 7 ZAR S S it bk K 5 22 11
R, XL, S, ATREH L AT T BORIIER: CEmIn H T EeE B e
BE SELEHSES I « HRK, EREGRER W EECEA 2 G, H
WA EA BRI A XU 2 MO AL G VP (external effectiveness evaluation) .
SR, BURf R A I DL A B HAR AN, BN R AN D AR
FI—NER A R 2) PP BRI A 25 5 2% IR BRI BN e i o 2R
SREIRVAH EL LG AL, U0 200 P[] — W0 H i bR PP 45 B BOHE I BN R o 8V 5 BUR IR %
RO, T 2T AR AR R R IR, IR REAE 45 R s L e IUBR 1 AN R TE
—i o AT EATRE S DAL A AR BRHE R LU A 8 58 A AN [R] IBUH, X A bR a2 AR ——
Wai Ccost-benefit) JMHT". SEVE M BUIOKYL, 00 & HOFI R I, ik 2 REaeis
AR T HARE T 5 T SN N BN (K IR AT 2 VS FOE R T AR
KA AT FIRAEG AR Z 1. T 5 LU K T 5 R BT
(McManus, 1985; Grin, 1995) . KTl 5 BURRCRIFH ST (W1Grin & Vaillancourt,
1998, 1999) . J&FEFH BUREA B IHTFT (AVaillancourt, 1996, VPl T Quebecif & L
SRIRIASD AR L3 o] Al HE AR 1) [ 25 e e

BEAh, U2 1o BT v v DA B = BRI AN TP N A A F g AT AT
(Grin, 1996a) o i, WHSGHEFBORIET /000 CBRBIE . A ORI S BURI A DD
LU IR, SR U PR PR PR AT B TR0 4 I b AR AP 5V o Grin &
Vaillancourt (1999) #il, W FHBORMATLMEHEE . fHE. Wl R sSR R BORE—F, i
IFFABIC P ERER, AT H I SRR e, “AZHAMERL”  (no taxation without
representation) AT LUE ] TEFBOR, WA XE T —HEEL AN —ES, I
HXWEF Py s EAISCA b HoR A S, PTRASAT “BURNAR S 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 S XY — EALAH [ B IR AR, i BURF A S it

@ Grin $2H T AR EE (cost-effectiveness) IX—HE&, RFeI &M EEE X FERCE, NEHEIE. HE,
WA XA NI, SuFn R A G S R TR .
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B YTE SRS, XU BUGEXTE S B R E B RS T YIE SIS A
RIS ABRI A BERAE, XBITRAA PR o Rk, WRY 2GET, mxXam
W, IR MOE I TR TE T 1 H R AT (FF B R D BRI S s R, X
PO T 5 HCR L — A S5 2480 o Pool (1991) 43HT T A/ Hic ) i) . i 48
WHEZETBAT (G RR— K, EREEREE, WD , ERERE T ES.
AL PRSI b SR 5 BRI FE AR 2B, SRR AN TR T A2 O BRI Ty
VT o AT DL RO T AR B I D LE F 3 2o RO AP BOR TR, %
TERRE S B A SA 7 B Js AT IR AN A (B 22K Grin(1996¢) U 2 TH A,
WAy 2 8 [ 5 P S AR Ay OB T B . B, R B TR UL G T T BURAIE
TR PEAI BV (R S B 1) R, T AS A 15 AR BUA R 1 R T L

B, TR, VRN T T BOR L SR 2 ATRUR 2 B S BOR T
TR P 10 R, T AEAARRRI o PR AR R SO, AR T AR A T
SC LRI 53 15 S MREWREE N ARKEN RS (MG hol A&
PRI AE, SERAERIE, MARA, Mgt vl, eMRINEMCOARES IR, M
WESHMHEZ AKX R (Halliday, 2001).
MERHMHNHIETEMRELFTFEMRZILE: ERMEEEIME

I T BURRIE 5 RN AL G0 T 32 BT T4 418 5 2 CRE IR Y IS 5 2O HLig,
R SR ) 0 I L S R A AR YW, 1T 01 S P9 T LB s R —, il £
GUIK TS BURANE S IR G5 65 IR IR £ .

FEF FIRERO T ARG RS, AR EAL. FEORACT, RN BCREIGE
W e THE F XA AR L IAZ O B RN, DUSONTE 5 I 1A 5 R0
S0 ANRZAAET, EAEAILBOR K 2 WL L IJEvEAT BOb R AT CTE = B0 SSCE
BRI IRARA R R T B E T 2

Gi—ANJI, TR E R R S A A MR, R AREIE FBOR, )
LRV, EFFRL, TS B SERE S E . 7E ST ARIEZ AT, 5
AR R PHAS SR R B R RN, AT AT AR AL SR T R T
Pr LI BB — R AT, BT SRR R 50 D R RN, 1 55 BOR e )
AR EEIE TBUARHE . HIERER, 185 BORRIE S RIHEA — NP EEHL] .
BRI 2Rk — Sy R AR B R I SRR, SRSCREIER R, Rk
IRl BCHE IR LA o T 7 v R I R R 2 (K ), AT SR OGN BR
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PR A EILBUR A 058 H IR 2845 58 . JLe M7 i A SERPEE PR VEAN B« e 1151
MR ST AR BN LV 2 P AR AT ROW IR AR AL (s RON e B A 8 B R U R i
FIONEEBD |, XA (R i (B (i, e R E 5 /R A R S ) BER
K, R R BUR T3 T IR, o XA TTVEL T 4 A AT — ST T BORANE w5 R
SCHRA, ARME GO —F AT A A S A G AR BOR AR, DR R R 1 ix o
BOR, IFRE AT R b5 5 RIS 1 AR I R AE i o X AT AT e 5 AL R i b ke L 4%
TRLE 58 A AN R I BUR, X AP HERR A A —— AR 0T o AR LA 75 BOR A ok (18 75 1]
S R BA A RIS TR s S8 B R T OB T 5 BOR ISR DR . FLRT, 1 S AU R
KT T BORSCRE WV L AR AR, 4140, Vaillancourt(1996) P74 T Quebec
BRI A Grin & Vaillancourt (1998, 1999) XFHioh4. /Rt /R EHE
it (Basque) [HEKIEFTBORMIEN. 28R, BORM AR 5 HTE AR5 TURAIFT
BEAL, T I AR L e S 5 O RO A e U A ORI 1 BRI 1) 85 1)
(problem-oriented), 1} 4EA H.AF ] 3 [fi (interaction-oriented) . 1) #-5 [i] I RR F1 SE3E B i) A
(K1 J R BOHE IR R 5 LA SRR TR R AT 4 ) ORI BOCHER B8 10 5 4%, Bt U, e
AR I JEURIAR IR T VE TRV ORIERE o AR B, A EAEF S I AR AT, 5 B0 RBOR U R e i b
SARAT IIZAT s LA R 22 1 5 TR 2 e SR ] 3 S0 24 I BUR S5 R« 15 2, TEBURHE |
St AR ) ) (R BOR 2 BT e S, A8 HAE R ) 40 #T7E G (Scharpf, 1987) . Grin(2000)

MG, DM BUR T A5 22 2 0 U3 17 Y (T Stokey & Zeckhauser, 1978),

/\‘-/U

BREAT HZTIC MGR, DA ZR0 0 A HAE IS 17 2387 A i g (41 Hamburger, 1979;
Hargreaves & Varoufakis, 1995) o {HJ&, {ZFIEA S FUR T 9832 In) B — R o7 i L
BB e B 5 BRI R R o ) RS ) (AR AR A K, 1 56 Tl RELAEAE SR A0 I i
AR R SR, A U, AR5V R 5 T i LI o AT b S AEUAR e ) AL e ) s
S (3D A5 2 (RS8R0 455 08 A FTIGE S5 AR IS, HLR w5
Mithe ATUREEBEEAR I —F 77k (RIS R AN 70 . T AE A (B0
ST, AR AR I AL SRRk i, XM S E R AR R, A
B N IR S AR PR T AR BEAN— 5 W B (K, P LA, X 6 A f S AE AR 2 2 (R X
W™, AR SRl Ak, BUE s SR, BT REAIGNEH 1, 185 5
BUR A 2 X (Grin, 2000,

AL, PR AR S BURMNE SRR 00 L3 B TRl A, AL, tifeeE

@ Stokey & Zeckhauser (1978). Hamburger (1979). Hargreaves & Varoufakis (1995) %5 4 Grin (2000).
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Lo, B B T AR A R . Xt AN TE IR . S 2
FEVE S AN T i iy AR RAR R AL . TN Ak sp . s, IR EERE, SR
R BT AT R B PR B o i e A 0 ) AR R, 1 0 T W PR gl 2 B R A 3 T 5 i
Ap b SRR AT LUK B2 B R e R o 5 B P R U i i o A2 R AR R BAT A
FEALSC I, BOURF R A 1 B B AT BOR AR ) 0F HANRF € TR SAAH R I R LeAe , 5
L S I A R AT VT REMS Jl— L84 20T 5 AR AR B, BONTBOR A R MR B, (HIXANE
REENTRAELER . BRATF AR T RE R — LA IR0 5 AR, Al Es
B k&5 50 5w AR WK, WERIAMETE 5 BT 5 R T 45F
PTG ] REAEAE OB R, AU BRI R FAN K — MT AR
PrC R, GPr X e may i BVERRE, Ha G HEY HaES
PRI R FC R, AT BEHIE VI SE W AT B

5iE

ASCAEALGETE 5 I T I R A L0 T8 5 R 035 2 0 (1 e ST AT PEREAT 1 )4
ARG, JEXTE 5 R4 Ge e i AN 22 e 2 o3 A idb AT 1 LA, e 17 0007 4% A A8 5 4.,
FFxF B AT T ST TS RE AR 58 B R F PR R AT 1A R
T EABCEXTE SRR, 32 7290 BE R 5 180 N5 N2 18 LR 25 2 1)
RAMREE, SEBWNTNE S MR MERE, 15 E e o NSRS . 155 s
FRHOTE FESR AW AN AN G AR BE AU R 78 90 5 5 H B ST, Rl e AE T 5
SR T S R I 8 R AT o T 28 5 2 B 08 1 BV AN S AR WL 25 20 B F 9 A
B AL IX 25K, M HADAENAS T IR AL — AR 5 AN OG A e B Ry i
TORAEREFE. Bk SEEAIPEN TR S BRI .

FIXSTT P AT 5 R O D A, B AR BEA IS A S e N TR LU g, (HA
SRR, XA BAT Rl e AU AN SE R S 2R ], 205F 2 AR AU IX REAR B b
BUVE TR TT Ok o 4 5 e ) P R ST R SR T, B AT e R FL R
FUI FE SRR AR 13 BB B = 5 Ao

2

B gk

an

CHEOZA T 22k, gk TE (2008a, 2008b). Fisf4: (2008) 2%,
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