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Duration of the Revelation Effect in Brand Names

—Comparisons between blocks——

=HRE - G E
Hiroshi Miura, Yuji Itoh

The revelation effect occurs when engaging in a cognitive task before making a
recognition judgment increases the probability of old responses. The present study
covered three main points. First, we investigated whether the revelation effect oc-
curred in a between-participants design, using brand names’ confidence ratings of
knowing (C-ROKs). The following question was used for the C-ROKs: “How confident
are you that you knew this brand in high school?” Second, we examined the dura-
tion of this effect. Finally, we also investigated whether the phenomenon of higher
brand preference ratings, which has been considered a kind of example of the rev-
elation effect, lasted for a certain amount of time.

For these purposes, in an experiment, 60 participants were assigned to one of
three conditions. All participants viewed a series of brand names and were asked
to make C-ROKs. In one condition, participants made the C-ROKs immediately after
solving an anagram task (anagram trial) in the first 30 trials. In the next 30 trials,
they made only the C-ROKs (no-anagram trial). In the second condition, the order of
blocks in the first condition was reversed. In the third condition, the anagram trial
and the no-anagram trial were randomly assigned. After all 60 trials, the partici-
pants rated their preferences for the brands for which they had previously made
C-ROKs.

The results showed that the revelation effect occurred in a between-participants
design. This is the first study to report the revelation effect when inserted tasks
and a between-participants design were used. The results also showed that the rev-
elation effect did not last for a certain amount of time. Moreover, they suggest that
the phenomenon of higher brand preference ratings is temporary. These results
suggest that the revelation effect is subtle and short-lasting. This means that the
revelation effect may capture an instant distortion of memory, of which people are
hardly aware in daily life.
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—DONDEL 1L, BEORBZZOFTORETHREL, WMHYHEL072L v EBzHLE
bETWLEA), LaL, —FKiZbibhofiiix, oS TOLIIREBIZER SN, FlZIXE
=3 (Bower, 1981) XD L FIBOFFO BEIEMAT—3 L TV 2 HARRIAMEAE S L5 &
VIR TH D (FHE, 2000), BUHEDLHPIREEATERIZEE % RIZTHITH S, £-7T714 3 v 713,
JEATT HRNEA e 9 A T O ML IS R0 RS R 2 KRS HITH S (KH, 19D 2D kD
12, ZORETOLRIRESTEICEEL I T OEFOFTE CHE RIS NTVDL, 20 L)
e LTHEEN T ARED ) HED1212, UNRL—T 3 Ua)E (revelation effect) 7233 %,

ARV =3 a3 VIR, TSR 2 U 4 B3 5 I X o THRATE N D, 2O TR
kD Jold (FH72AXTHFEHELL)] THaHEHBLLTWEIRTHS (Landay, 2001) . #il 2 12,
(&R S| ZHLVHRAT[E0) SR 12T DHEW) TFH 7T AREE RN EBICHEO TR
Wized 2L, BERIZT 77 A3EZ BT ICHZHARZ 3556 120_T, €OHGEZ [old] &
Briedwnwewnw) 2 &Thsb,

FATT BRI AT 2RO NI B L ITT L) T, UL —2 3 YEIRIE, WISk
T JABMASIT B 2 w0 D L) AR (Zajone, 1968) RFEICH~R72 7T 4 3 v 7 L HM
LCWbEEZONE, HUMDPEOONE =T, VRL—2a VahRIE7TI1 3078 b B
R & B R E S B HAMAET Do UNL =3 3 VRIRIE, 61T 28 L Bl o TR R —
THRTY, T, AR S SRR 2 3R I R T, BT A2DTHL, 20, F
FRIE L EAHBALR IS 2 WA T H - TH BBO TR R Y TS, L) HmrY XL —T 3
VRNRICEEE RSTh Do )AL= 3 YRR, CEBREO L) ICHRARED Y — 7 FTh D
BHEHOBGEZ TIFARTH v, 20X ), UNRL— 3 YRGB B0 ML H BRI
RoNBWHEZHAZ CWLEEZONL, D720, UNL— a3 YRR, RREOERICET
LEIHERNZREY) BELMREE R EA TS (ZH - PR, Befat).

JARL = 3 YR%1E Watkins & Peynircioglu (1990) (2 X > TR ENLRETH 505, ZOM%
B OEENREIFBANRO2OICHHLTEZONTVS (Zif - P, &Fad; Verde & Rotello,
2004) o EFERNERIE, T A MUBMEED T 77T L% EOEBTIE R VIRE TR INE, oklig
= EBRSMED Told) LGS 2SR L E VI GETH D, HAREIE, 7 A M, 74
7T N7 EOEE TR VRO BEEDSIUR SN2 RITRENE, ol E EBESINE D [old]
EHIET AEMATEZ D LW BETH D,

WAREETF 77252 AGGREICHCTRENLDOD A TH > 72 (Westerman & Greene,
1996) . = Df%, revealedifil, A€ — ANy T A b, FFEEAEBGEE T v MiREE, EE
K775 LAEAIFAREICHCTYNL =2 a3 YRIEDPE LS 2 EAUR &N (Westerman &
Greene, 1998) F7z, FHEMEZIFEALTLUNL =T 3 VIR 517 (Niewiadomski & Hock-
ley, 2001)c SO XIS, UNL— a3 YRR R AGRECTAEL 5,

TN =3 YRRE, BRAREEEETEL L DR EN TS, FHIEEOME & L
TlE, HENZREEZHNTwbHiise (Blz1E, Leynes, Landau, Walker, & Addante, 2005; Mulligan,
2007; Thapar & Sniezek, 2008; Verde & Rotello, 2004) 3 b 2\ A3, JEHEERHR O C il A E O
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HEE (Hockley & Niewiadomski, 2001), ¥ (Bornstein & Wilson, 2004) # FREFEIZH WA T
YRV =2 g VRIRPERT A2 EDIRENT VD,

& 512, Bernstein, Whittlesea, & Loftus (2002) &, Hfz® i E (# 21X, “witnessed a solar
eclipse”) EMRFLE (F1z (X, “fastest animalleopard”) #=[M9EZ A VWTH IRV — 3 D
AT LI EER L, EREEICHE L CEEEREFAROM A TN — 2 3 YEIRPR LN
720 —H BRMFLIEFEE T b Bernstein et al. (2002) THE#EX)ELS, #I12Bernstein, Rudd, Erdfelder,
Godfrey, & Loftus (2009) TIFARIEDSHEL SN TV D, FEMREEIER ERGCEEITEE 7 o 1
AR, ZNTHINL =2 a VRIRPELZE ) T EiE, RROBHFADIL S &R LTV
%o

% 72, Kronlund & Bernstein (2006) OfFETH, B 7 24 DO BWHED ) XL —2 3 VRN
HRINT VD, TOWEIETT ¥ FAPFIME LTHYON TS, 1513 [COHELZSE 7 = A
ACTRI=D] EBRDZRDDIC, [HRFEKERIZZEDOT T Y Fallo Tnizhl ) rehdbn
FED D 50 & TEREERE (I=H0 S o 72 EHEE, 7= 0> Tz L 7iE) T3z, 1%
SIEZ D& ) RIFERIIC B D MO A EIZ OV TOMEELHR 5 EMB L Z OFFEME % confi-
dence ratings of knowing (C-ROKs) & WFA 72, ZOWMZETIE, BERIIZT F 7T L EZFAIN T
5 FOJDBCROKsBEL %D T EDIRENTZ, TDEIHNZ, 7T FIZOWTOHD LS HHE
RETHYARL =2 a YERIRPERT 52 EDREN TV D, HIZZOWMRTIET T ¥ FIZHT %85
bRk IZTmAAz, ZORE, HANZT F 7T L2MASINIZT TV FOFN, £)Tr0TI Y FED
BIFLEL AT EPRENT . TORRIZINL =Y g VHROSHTREMEZRE L TWAEA, E&
L7z BT 208 ) MIHL NI EN TRy, 20720, IHTTREEZ X VHLNIT 5720
12X, 79 Y FERW ECETFPERT 208 ) P AR T A2 BN ETH DL, TH—HT, 7T
¥ FOCROKsHIlfi#e & H 7 2 4 A B LR WINT T AL LTYRNL = a YRIENERLZ &
&, ARV EREFEBRIZE LIS THELMTH AR L TV A REZRZL TWa,

CHDEHIZ, VNRNL—=Ta YRIRIEIBA BREETELL 2 EDHEE SN TELD, ToLkRA =X
LB L COERIIIE DOV T WiV, TEMAEHE (Jacoby & Dallas, 1981; Mandler, 1980), %14
LFEFG (Westerman & Greene, 1998), familiarity O A ¥ (Hicks & Marsh, 1998), Jk#S 7 pH
i (Niewiadomski & Hockley, 2001), A—3)mE2R (Whittlesea & Williams, 2001) 7 &4 4 7 B5G
PHHEANRR ENTVDLA, EiROMEMNBBREIZIEE > Tk v, AR A = X2 OBHIZES v
—WE LT, HEMHRLIFARREZRR L CHERNER LT TWAIEDIS . (fl 21X, Bornstein
& Wilson, 2004) Z &35 F o5 (=i - s, Bfmd),

YNV =2 a VYROWE %% 25 ECEELRFRPD ERDELON, RYFEOFHRIFMTH 5,
FAGREL FREOMIC 20 ORIEY B L UNL =Y a VIHIEDPE L RN L0 5, RHEOH
BN ILE N Z L AVRENT WA (Bernstein et al, 2009) o LA L, 2080 & w2 BEIEd 5 12
DEIEZHL TS, BREEOKCHMIZES TOEMEETH 5720, HAREOMENEZOM
SRR DAL (B2, AGREOEZOHREEOROHEEE) 2o b ARG ETE R
Vi, EBIZZORRDB D HhNE O THIUL, EFRSIENERIC BT D sl (B RARE %
HASN TV ZWIIE) 025, FEERSINEBERIZB U 2HH0E GEAREZOb 02 —FEHiFA
ENTWARWHR X0 oldHIMENE 2D, UNRL—2a VRIRPAELDIETTH S,
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T2, VRV =3 YIROERIL, ERSMEBENFE TR SN Z LI LALTH D, B
MR TIEERSIMENER & EBESINEMERO BN 72 ST, &5 5 OFH TH Revelation
effect AAEHE L T % (Westerman & Greene, 1996). L7 LIFAZIR TIX, EBRSMBEHEIHTO )
NL =33 YRRIER SN TRV, FRICEHT 23R TIE, LHKEE (Claik & Lockhart, 1972)
12X R0 L) ICERSIMEM L TR O N EPERSBIMBENILE TR ONRL 2D 205
% (Challis & Brodbeck, 1992) ZE2H 5o F 72012, AERAE (Slamecka & Graf, 1978) O £ 9
IZEBRZMBE NI TR O N RS ERS MBI TIIR SN2 %5 2 D% 5 (Slamecka &
Katsaiti, 1987) #h1RdH 5. D720, F MR STV WEBZINE B FHE T OF AR R 2 M3
LI ED, VNRL— a3 YRIRMBICE R G REEZ 52 AR H 5 LR b,

NS EEFE ZARHEOHIIE, F 9 Kronlund & Bernstein (2006) & [FkIZ7 T~ F#DC-
ROKs ¥l & VT, EBMBMEALBLTYNL =2 a VRIEPRONLDPEZHERT AL EThHDH, £
72, WA RTIIER SN TR WERSIEMILK T XL =2 a VRPN DR iERT 5 2
ELARIIBEOHMNTH b0 S OICRIEOFHEOREE ZMETT 572012, BT Cld 2R W ASILE Y E TS
HARED D 2556 E W AREDE L 2 WIGE, B TIE2WISEATREY S 256 L ARE) &<
LWHAEDOCROKs 2 ZNENIET 22 b HIWTH 4. #ef%1Z, Kronlund & Bernstein (2006) X
DB EZZRNDLYA IV T RELYE, BHOLAPRERT 20E)PREFTTHZEHENTH S,

7k
XRESME

REpE, Repbed604 (5284 - w324) WEBRSME L LTSML 7z EBRSME OF il
19 ~255% T, “PEAERII2L1I6E Th o7z, EgZ, 1AT2MEBNIATD NIz,

xRt

FhRRAE AT, TEREFHMO CROKs 2SR (209 ~591) O60HH D77 v F&4EEI L 72,
60IHH%Z 7 > & A122) A NI, Witk 723 BmPBIiR Lz, E650Y X FAHIPETH 5 93 E
BRBINEM Ty v 8 —NFG o A% Lol 60HBDOT7 T 2 FAIZE LT, CROKs %295 72, 77~
RZIETH I I FERLTH - 72,

F5LFLO6XFOT F 7T L%0HATOMERL, TOHAL5XFOT 7T L% 15HH, 6
XFDOTF 7T L% 15HE, Gb¥TOHEEZERSMBEZLIZT yFAICENLTIER L, T
FIaE &Y ZWEA RICHRL, BEHTOE)ICETEHRDEELVHEIC RS X ) I2HRT
Wio, fEEFIZAETRH U COXTOWE [21453], 6 LTFDOH4[214536] T - 72, [21453] THhIE
FORSNZZXFHO2XFH, 1XFH, 4XFH, 530FH, 3FEHONEEF T & 1ELWHEIZR
LEINERENTH BFAR [HhEAIST I TEHh)Sh] EXRUEHLLZERERL), TF
7T AFETOLDLELTH o7,

BREETE - Fhez
IY, 777 LREOEMOERNE T 720 CROKSHIMIOERIZT F 7 7 AR EN L 5&M%
THTThH M, WRENGWEHET F 7T L0 LENRE Lz £FEBRSNEL, 7TH7 7 4
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BN FMEOFTE0FAT, TH 7T L% LEHRORITE30HIT, 7603170 C-ROKs HIKifE % 17 -
720 RERIIEBRSMENERTH - 72,

$72, EBBINEAN, BNMEHMOTLETYNL —Y a Y ROARZHET 5720, TR0 ED
FEGLER 2 M9 A 720, BATHROERZ 3720 COERMITF 77 45 ) FMEORTE % LM
OFTREED L) ICRBETANICETAERNTH Y, SHEEADSEM %% %E L7 no anagram-anagram
Zft (DT, NAAGMRET2) TlE, 7FH7 9205 LEMORD0RITITOND T Ty 7 AHEIC
RiESN, BFOT7ay 7 TETFT 72BN FEORPFTITONL 70y 7 PEE S N7,
anagram-no anagramZ=ff: (LLF, ANASME$4) TIZHIL, 77279250 &M00303471Thb N1
570y ZPEPEICRE SN, TF7 7 48% LEGEP0FTITONE 7Tu y 753 B%PEICRE S .
mixed anagram-no anagram4=ff (ML, MANAZMEE§4) Tid, mif - PicL s 70y 74
RENT, THITITLDYWRMLET 7T 20 LEMWDT ¥ 5 25007 T0FT T 27bi 7z AT
JEFERIEERSME R ENTH Y, FRMIIZ204 T O MELICEH ) BToN, 72 LED Y
TOR, £ ORLOEEFmMO VL) ITEE L7,

REBIIT - THllSh, BEICA Y 7= arvtry b aboth 7H7 5 L3E
DOFFE & CROKs HIM OMHE % 534173 2172720 7+ 7 7 2REOMB ORI, [BET] OffH
HFaFEH L7z, B O®RIC, KEITE 60 ITIT - 720 RRTOFITIEF L, FATIHFRERIZ L > T
EOONTB) Tholze THITITLDY)EME, TFH7 7 LEIEZ7%T T~ FHEEDO CROKs
H 2 AP N DL OB FATORNTH o720 7T 7T 5 7% LEMIECROKs HIWF % A0 5 DA AT
Tholze 777 AEEHETER THY, EBREP~Y T A% 7)) v 7 LCROKsHIBNIZEATL
720 1B TOVTNHAOF— (I=#3 55 kh oz LG, 7=H/xH-> Tz L iEfE) TC-ROKs %
I L, Enter ¥ — z i3 L IROBITITHAT L 720

C-ROKsHIWrH 6058 7iT 72 1%, C-ROKsHIMrz KO 7-60HH LR L60HHD 7 Z > FIZE LT
EAFHIW 2 KD 720 EIFHMICTIE TRETAEATI)OT T Y FIZHRT, $%EPIDTITV FE
EDL LWL BTEEE (1=&<{FFh v, 7= Tdifd) THMLTL 55720 19570 WT
NHhOF—TEIFZHIW L, Enter ¥ — %3 L ROBITITBIT L 720 BEIFHITOBIZIE, 7527 T A4
FREITIE A SN o Too EIFHIMF OFRNER (X C-ROKs HIWF O3RNER & 1ZBRAR T v 7L TH o
720

S

T 7T AEOFIIEEFEL, 9 Th o7z, UBEOGH TIET 577 AFEIZIES L 723470 A
v AYA

SATNEFER, 7979 2 BEHRTE O CROKs DFEEZF IR L2 T2, STIHBER (ANA/
MANA/NAA) X T F 7 I L8HN] (TFH7I72H0 /% L) O2EROGEINEIT> 720 ZDORER
PATNHR N, 7477 2AEROFEZ ENRITE N7 (FhEh, R2 57)=161, p>.10, A1,
57)=1.03, p>.10)0 72, MEROFELZHEH S RN o7z (F2, 57)=0.08, p>.10).

F72, EBRSMBNILETINRL =2 a VRIRPAO N5 HED2D 572012, MANA KO C-
ROKs*FIEICOWT, TF 77 2B ROV ERO GG E2IT o720 ZORER, T 77 2B RNOK
HERIERRIIR SN o7 (A1, 19)=0.09, p>.10)-
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Table 1. Mean C-ROKs values for each anagram and trial order conditon

anagram no anagram
ANA 3.81(0.71) 3.70(0.81)
MANA 3.59(0.72) 3.56(0.75)
NAA 3.36(1.10) 3.27(0.88)

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.
ANA=anagram-no anagram condition;
MANA=mixed anagram-no anagram condition;
NAA=no anagram-anagram condition.

Table 2. Mean preference values for each anagram and trial order conditon

anagram no anagram
ANA 3.95(0.81) 3.88(0.59)
MANA 4.22(0.53) 4.17(0.50)
NAA 4.00(0.47) 3.91(0.39)

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.
ANA=anagram-no anagram condition;
MANA=mixed anagram-no anagram condition;
NAA=no anagram-anagram condition.

T/, EBRBMEHERTY XL =2 a YRIRSRON02T/ARE 720, NAAFHOT F 7T A
LM E, ANAGRHOT 575 4530 5O CROKs % W L€, 1B K OEBRSINE M O 5
T olze FOMEE, MEMOFHEICEELZENR SNz (A1, 38)=456, p<.05) . ANAZKFOT F
75 N Y EMDCROKs DS BNAASLGDO T F 775 L7 LEM® CROKs £ ) & o 72,

S5, HAREDS, BOBELTIERWCROKsHIMHIZEEL RITLTWwbh (BIF, RIFEHHS
BL32) 2HNL0, ANASEDO T F 275 57 LEME, NAASUDOT 575 5 LMD C-
ROKs # W L C, 1 ERDOERSINEBOFEH T 24T o720 ZOMER, WMAEMFOTFIGMITH B R #=
BRSNLED o7z (A1, 38)=254, p>.10)0

72, WAREDS, B TIEZ WA, HoBNETOCROKs HIMHIZ R L RITL T 5h (LU,
BRI R L T5) 2Lz, MANASUHOT 575 0% LEMEE, NAASUHOT F 75 0%
L&D CROKs # LI L C, 1 EROERSMEMO ST LT o720 ZOME, WEMHFDOTFIHE
WCHEEREIR SN2 (A, 38)=121, p>.10)

FEIFICOWT, BATIEFER, 737 7 2EFT L OFHHEE R2ITIR L7z #IFFHMHEICEL T
b, TIEFEER (ANA/MANA/NAA) X7+ 7S 0EH] (TF 75650 /% L) O2EEDGY
SRR T 5720 FO8E, RTEFEN, 75277 2 BNOEELZIMBREIRON L7 (Fn2E
N, F2, 57)=167 p>10, K1, 57)=158, p>10), F7-, MERNOFELLEEM L RN aro72 (F2
57)=0.03, p>.10)o F7z, C-ROKs & FfkIC, EBRBME ML TOBRE 1T o720 NAAFHO T+ 7
FSULLEME, ANAKIHEDT 575 2% 0 M0 @ T2 L€, 1ENOSHGH Z21T> 720 %
OFER, WMEMOFBHEICEELRZIR SN2 o7 (K1, 38)=0.03, p>.10).
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R

RERTIX, 7T ¥ F#HOCROKs Hlr 2 T, EBRSMENILE & EBRSINE B LK Tz
VANV =23 YRIRDPRLNL ) DR Lz, ZORE, ERSNEHNILETH S MANA &4
TIEIANRL =Y a VHRIEA SN o 72h, EBRBMEMEKTIZYRXL -2 3 YIRS,
F72, EFERAIRRPEHE RS A OSN 208 I L THMEEL 7225, 6 oRRIEA S
mirole EHIZ, EHICET L) XL =Y a YEIRPFRT 2008 ) hEBET LAY, #EFO R
RoNBdole TNHDRHRIZOVTIHLIERL TV,

9, ERZMEBALBETINRL =2 a YHIRDPAON Do 2RIV TTHL05, ZHEC-
ROKs i VTRV =3 a3 V3R %2 L 72 Kronlund & Bernstein (2006) OHFgehks &R & (252
o720 AWZETIIN S 2O FUATRELBELER2S) XL — 2 3 YRIREE LSS/ EZ N5,
COFERD1IDE LT, EBFEBMEOLNTEROBENDS S 2O TRE7TLADBOAEITSND,
URL =g rsh#id, —HEBEEE TV (Jacoby & Dallas, 1981; Mandler, 1980) (2221 F1E, recol-
lection Tl& 7% < familiarity 710+ 212 X VKA L T B ERICAR L9\ (Westerman, 2000). recol-
lection 70t A &1, HAHHHZ HIZLREOFFMRREE Loh ) BBk 54612 [FHRRTE 7]
EHIW AR TSSO A THh D, familiarity 7Et A 2 iE, HAHEAZFICHIC L2053 E
V) RVEBIBICOAIED W TEHBHI A T+ 70t A Th b, TOMRLEREROFEREZEZHDED
&, HAROEBRZINE TRCKE O FEERSINE 12T, recollection 70+ A KA LB TH L &
) REEDTFEL T LD S, Lo L, TOWEEREHGET 579121, remember/know Fft & (Tulving,
1985; Gardiner, 1988; Rajaram, 1993) ZFIMH L CTHARAN & FCK ADOFEE 70 & 2 DEWIZ DWW THRES
b EDFE L LWMEDPLETH 5.

— AW TIE, EBRSIMEHILETY XL — g VAIRSR SN0, A LIRS NS ik
THERE LT 5 (Westerman & Greene, 1996) 7%, i ARYHR TIXEERS I M LK % V72 KBS
fibN T, ZO70, AFBEILERSMERLKTY XL =2 a YIROTFE A EZ R L 72k
MOWFIEE W Z Do FFAREPMER SN TWE ZNFE TOWE (B2 1L, Westerman & Greene, 1998)
e TERZMEALBETITON TV 20, ARESIER SN RIELTHERES IR ENS
B, FRGRESIR SN BRI GREEI IR EN L OO0 HEEI R ENLONTFHTE RV E W
I FRMENI o Tz, DF Y, HATICIHAGEN D 2 50T, EBRSNE R [RITHRREI R
ENB] T2 ETHBEREICHDHATY, BARES R VWEETIRZOTHATE 2o
el EZONDL, ZOFMOFEDN, VANV = a3 YRIROERI S »OEEL KIZL T b ek
Bdbo L LEBRSIMBEMILE T N — 2 g VRIEDER L7 & v ) REBROERIL, Zomiek
ARIETHMRTH D EFRBINBEH LB OL A, HAREDR D 55007200 TR, HAREN WS
T, RICHEEEDSIUREN L ZEDERHIITMTEL DL TH b,

REFFECTIE, ANAKHOTF 7T 8% LEMEENAAGIEDT 579 57 LS5O CROKs ICHE %
RERON o720 250, VXL =V a YHRORMFFHARIRIEA SN h o720 ANAFZHDT
F 75 Ll LEMORTIX, ROOERITERITIE, RBEICTF 275 LFEICI) A TH S 20D
EOREHL T b, 20720, BMEGRIEN RSN o7z &) REBROFERIL, 200 0EIE%
BLEUNRL =Y 3 VRIEDE U\ &) Bernstein et al. (2009) OWfgeiERE —8T %, LaL,
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HFELREIARON o720, BELIZANALGOT 575 2% LM (M=370) 1 NAA KM
DT F 7T L% LEME (M=327) £ CROKsASE o7z ZORFIL, wio7ay 7 CELRY
Nl =2 a VRIRPBEOT Oy ZJICHE T RIZLTWA I LR LTWAE L) IR Z %,

CIT, FitoTay 2RO TE Yy 7 OBRIER L TAL, NAAZGTIE, 7FH7 2% L
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