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» B BHEMR statement oW T, Bkl 5 meaningful 7y, FEhkpii
\» meaningless PR B T b D HEL . - DEOREN, BN
BFEOMBE L o TeDIX, RMBEEXEERELDH, TXCoOBdy, E»
BOHBRERLEST, EHREMEY (CABREFEREL-DRHTS
LT HDHHLRLEHEOEFE) OERY, TNTEERELEDOF T
KD ETHD. B LTHAREA FH~0 TENET 51 OmE
MM LRy Bk, EBSRBERE LU MB28) BB BER
EhTlEok., ThEZoh MENELTZ] OmERRE, H5—@E
ADRBEDOEB L LT, WTIXH Y L THEMWARB TR 34X
nlze. ¥ DX SERBREBERNTEL R DH. REREERIC I
&, thize<{, BARAKREELCERE natural language 23R FETH D
BEEETROTVWEINLTH S, €T, RLDHLEEHTERERKER
L LT, ALEE artificial language #{E» THRME, EFRLERE
BEIRCHEBRCE B L E L DRIz, ZLCZOATLEEZFERL L CRHA
5 BAGRL, HROFEOHEMEL —NBRTITEETH LMD
ISR BB R 5> 0TS B,

LA LALEEL, RLTREBEREERNERTS L5 GBI
Tkl ote. BLAHE I ABANUELERLTEFLBR, LAk
BEERCEL TS EORMT L ER BT LRI o T, PIZIEHERHR &0
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Dif & DRFIRL T, YR LEFTHOLWADOHFCALEE LR
RTHZENTES LA, MORZE > THEDIFWALEELES
ZLLTEDBDT, o TIDORELOLORMLTUL, AIbkTEA
LTS TLED LW SRR Te. REETEROEEATS -7
BTy A%, HiEEH syntax ©BRECEEIKBRY LDHT T Lk
L THh D, BBk semantics OBMEERERHZY L LM, Zh
b5 ¥ TR, MRBBCIZERR pragmatics OB & CERL
T, HABRCERND B0V, HREFOBBEME I A0BIrIT
WAL L » TRESNBOTH B LA PO I B HMEREoTLE

)
s,

ERNFYREL VOBBRR A7 A7+~ FERO BESBOHS
ordinary language philosophy (¥, BARRRELA-SE WL ¢, RmE
TFEFE EEBY Dbl 7R 7+ — FEROE LTI, ¥8®
DZEETYH, FOWFILZELTWE, +oeEMREECH 2 58R%
fED 21T TH 5. Tl TENELTSI ODX5%ERY, HBE
B, A2 ZAZEETSLh, ZOMELORES LY LYANE
LIBawiX, TBERRHD) ZLeRD3B. L OB EESCH
REEOBD L AR, M LrERERT bR EDhS L ThE Ch
BRXYVBEFEOZ LIXOEBTH Y, TENELT S TRAO X\ base-
less R CTHBHEWIZ LD, B L TH 7 R7 4+ — FEROZN
X, BFETHCLI AHEADBTE—TBRXIET—~ LY Vdifilol k)
e, B2BOMEF—© (EFE) L VWIOBEDEHEOBTD) Hk
DEWIEFTE T LRl o, B

23 LT H BB BIRND B o\ ORI, ZOBRoRcEE
BELLAVWLBRTWELE ) ORECEE M2 bhi. #Iz2IE, “..
... Is good.” 2\ 5 R0 giTE, %3 “good” L\ 5 & HIXAEFET
ED L3RR B0 HH bbbk wER iR fo. B
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ZDWEDT M, HETHEADOEFEDOFHCILE 5 ictzdbic, #EE
LLTL, EAEBRORBLRE LD, —oDEH HLERESR
HELAZ ENTE R oI, BEEEOBHCIL, RBETEH LRI T
WCHE L OBERBAILRRIN T — 2 ~OEANRD - I-Th £, MickhE
EEEROENTH BERE~DERRKGF TV o Licle D,

L LTHROEERE L EERE 2 PRCK ST 58 BoREC L
T, REEEERDAFESEOTED, 5B rvErsznce
o, bbAALEDZOOBMIET S, & OMECELLS L LE
b Tixe\vw. BHESEOBF 2L EDEERD [FHEF] b5Vt
THE#EBE) EHERB IV ~Thh, SEXFRBENEINLC LI
HETHS. HHIANARTEHLBEFOFTEREYII ANRT, FkE Kito 2
w:xAmlofﬁ%Dm%%ﬁ%Llé&ﬁ?mokam,%4ﬁ$%
4 PARI a2~y s VOBREYBALT, COMECHBLEL L
5 LEgie,

2

LL, BEFRBBREERPEZTRNEVCIMEL, LLEEFEHD
BETH T THSD., LOHLIERDEEEN (bW b THBESEYE]
ZEHT) BROMBCH EVEEXL Do LIEETH
5. BRARIEROBREETE, EEXOMOFTH CIRBRAOMILVE
RS EL RS S D bDBNIED LS 5 b O Thote, = DOHE
i3, (BB A, ME3BRNT—-20E#IEE), SBEEOERO
R TC—oDBHRERYER TSI CLELRL - EYER TS, 0z
LIXEBENERAY —OOBRELTHTET 3B Lkhoic b
5 X 0ix, BLAEKRAYE C LT3 b0lm bk FERIRELY R\ T
Wickd TR EBbh 5.

BUTEBYA0 L OEN L HERIRELRATS &, BhALE
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BB L oiEh b T < lﬁﬁoﬁ%&k&@ﬁﬁum ThH, &<HL
VIRREFE S XS kot. %@ﬁ%&ﬁ~&h%ﬂi&tmmmmm-
tional grammar DL TCHEIE N % 3 D “C"%Z) mrEeEosTLES
&, BEEOFERIC INE, TEIEETS] © X5z, BEiRF
Kz ZEHl semantically anomalous THy, “good” Dk 5 EEDOE
i3, syncategorematig)'ézb LS, LALZ S LicERREOWCHRE
THediit, FHLEOERCOVWTHEL, chbOHAEBOERYH
T L CTEARFNER b, B{THER X » T, BEHEDOFHE
2, BEEREIAMEZHELTIERRCL-T, —2D0H LWENLFERTHS
CERH OIS LR LZDRAD B LI EHLTHS.

3

BERLEOE 2 F¥Rbh % ¥ TrRIX, SEEOP TR I EMER
BRI ENTEY, ChOLDOMERBRT Hdic, BHIGELEIRE
LB LTCHbh2:Ex25. LL, EEERPELLIXZ0N
HIZ S L WEZBDETIXWL, ZOMROEMTL VWD T, ZZIT
%, DTORBCLELRNMNROZ LIEFEBRRBT LTS,

BILERBRENEME L TR 2 R IDBLDRIL, ThNREEOEH

ELTHYTHD LW FRERDETH B, LrLHHEEERNETL
BTV E W S BRI, Pl L bEo0BERRIShS,

1. BBRHT—22ELLERbLT LV BRTOHEY]I.

2. HHEFBLYHBARMES>TWBAN, BENCL o TWBEERY

ELL B bbTLWwiERTORHYX.

3. 1. k2. XA IELBHRTOHEYE. AL, HHEFELHHTME
2> TWBAR, EEHCD > TOWAXERIRELWETH S L,
BRI T — 2 eS0T, BT LW BRTCOHEY)E,

Fa sAF~RIIE, ERDBFBEOEMIL. » 2. ThF VT,

(132)



B % 50 %
3.1k b % b EEA bR e o o kW S WTH B,

—RRIZ B3 generative grammar D& THEh 5 S EBRRNERT
HOWXIEIZ 3. DX SEHRTOBEYIITHS. TiebbZoBROBHN
%, H5EBHHCETAL, #RNLT—2cESE, HENCL-
TV BEEREHE ST, HLWI LM T generate FE zD 4%
HULLISETHLDTHS. bLAARNDAHEAEOI YA T L
TR, ZHL@Es: NBENC] BXTHLEERET LTI, L
UL, & 5 L7 native speaker OEDOFHTELTHA S & &
HOSELEBBESHLT, RENCERKLLS LF30ThS.

HEFEDHRT, Fa rAF—5 [5EFER =T v taxonomic model
EVESEHE, THEBEE] EWi Ve THIELRTHWREN-TtE LT
b, BHEABET B UM SHELE. SR REOHEE
»CHMT, FoEk3, phrase structure rule LEFThs—-EoEER
1% DA rewriting rule 0ELETH 5, - DHRANIBI 2 E, F3LED
BETIL, KDL bDTHD,

R1 S—NP-+VP

R2 NP { ?rfggggi?: 1gx}onoun }

Det + N
R3 Det — (pre-article) + Art + (Demon ) 4+ (number)
L

Nondef
R5 Def—the

a
R6 Nondef -»{ sogréne }

common noun
R7 —>
personal pronoun
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count noun
R8 common noun —
noncount noun

| be . | substantive
R VP——»Aux-{-{ (R )

. verbal

( (VI

VT 4+ NP

R10 wverbal— ¢ | Vb 4 substantive
Vs + Adj

\ Vh + NP

R11 Aux—tense + (M) + (have + part) + (be 4 ing)

present }
past

+ (Adv-m)

R12 tense— {

R 13 personal pronoun — I, you, he, she, we, it, they.

R14 VT — see, find, help, write, ...

R 15 count noun — table, boy, dream, answer, ...

R16 Adv-m — happily, carelessly, quickly, on purpose, ...

PEDBAMZMES &, TSI D& 5 icdhigiy/ic s b, “She had
written the answer quickly.” @ X 5 /s BEy7e T DOREED M struc-
tural description 238 S5, B,

(21

(1) S—=NP+VP R 1)
(2) NP—Det+ N R 2)
(3) Det— Art (R 3)
(4) Art— Nondef R 4)
(5) Nondef — ¢ R 6)
(6) N — personal pronoun R 7
(7) personal pronoun — she R13)

(8) VP — Aux -+ verbal R 9)
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{9) Aux— tense + have + part | (R11)
(10) tense — past (R12)
(11) verbal = VT + NP + Adv-m (R 10)
(12) VT — write | (R14)
(13) NP —Det+ N R 2)
(14) Det — Art R 3)
(15) Art — Def R 4)
{16) Def — the - R 5
17) N — common noun R 7
{18) common noun — count noun (R 8)
{19) count noun — answer (R 15)
{20) Adv-m — quickly (R16)

(1)~(20) Z—2oD#F;X tree diagram TrREIT,

@)
S
NP VP
N T TTT—

Det ITI A?x vexibal
— ~— e

Art g%g%‘ﬁ tense have part VT NP Adv-m
| l | f N I

|
N orlldet she  past halve palrt erite Diet N quickly
| I I

sllle patlst halve pa!rt wxiite Alrt °°£?‘r§’“ quickly

¢
|
9? sllle palst halve palrt wr{ite Def  count quic}:kly
¢

she past have part write the answer quickly

(21) 1%, “She had written the answer quickly.”. EWSDELEY
BERTHLDTC, ZoxD phrase marker LWEITR B, Cl) OB THE
TZE -T2k,

(22) ¢+she+-past4-have+-part+write+the+answer-+quickly
L\ 5 e string 2B OR D, MK (22) RALOBROES (21T NP+
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VP, Det+N+Aux+verbal,......) LEBU T, &% EH terminal string
w3,

BB TN%Z ki, phrase marker (21) T/REh B & structure 25,
HHTAY AN Sh_e had written the answer quickly.” + & 5 k0,
EEOLBEEBTIXEWEWIETH S, Billickde, Zhixzd
L e DEASERCIE T 5 —20RmBENBEELTH Y, XXz oEL
RO EERH L X5 LT, FABRYIA X 5 EHTh
IV ERTHRECKRSLDLELXLZRETHSS.

R HAE g i F B & LT3 > phrase marker %, [ERACEEH
XN 7= phrase marker] (final derived phrase marker IF f. d. ph. m.
LRERET D) &S, HBXD f.d.ph.m. 13 © £DIAED X 5 IeFE
AEEhTWBh, @ HEIENEEBEOIEF. @ BHEE-TEDX
5 I ARIEE#Eo T B0, @ BLOMDOXDOBHERD, LA
By h 7 = ) ~IC BT B RE ST S, < LT L d phom. ke
5o Ltk -, HiEfY native speaker Hb% 5 —DDRRERIY A A,
HOOBBNESES GAD ©d Lo HTaEniihite iz
L LAY, EREED BRNER Shichid Th 5.

4

U LA SRR AT BRI —o 08 A 1D 5. Thixfl X
KEOXEELTRTY, ZONXDERTH HAFAGCHL, AAGARE
%?5@%%%Oﬁmzéckm;of,ﬂ%mmmmﬁm%<@i%@
BRAENDLTHD. FEFNERIEDHETIE, — 20K L T—>
o f.d. ph. m. ZEEEH LicFhdle biewo T, BRCIZERI
o f.dphhm $»QBELL, ThbETXTRERTHZ LIXTAET
»H5.

EZTCTORBEETDR, LHOR SR f.d ph.m. 52D, KR
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% ONBEDR B HEHT L 5 RHAANRD I, 20X 5%
A% RN transformational rule & if 0%, THBEIZ ST BEAER
%, HEREOERRE T transformational model 3 3\ TETACE:
DHTHATNS,

BB BB Dt e HT 5 &,

(23) Can you go?

(24) You can’t go. |
DX H73E, BHROENDLE S &, Hl DI

(25) You can go.

LWL LBV RD B, i,

(26) I have the teacher’s pencil.
D X573, BYROLDLE- T,

(27) 1 have the pencil.

(28) The teacher has the pencil.
DESRTDODLEDERVEDH D, £ T T, (25)27)(28) X 574X
%, FHAMLIE LTRY, (23)(24) (26) @ X 57301y, FERPLIIBE
HLicbDbELDZ EATESD. WiE XL kernal sentence, %
 REAL transform 5. KI, HHHEL O phrase marker %, %
OHIEAL s B Ule Lo [ % % phrase marker| (underlying
phrase marker LIF u. ph. m. LEEEET5.) EFEE. WEX (25) OFK
W (¢ (25) AHCTH B DT, kernal terminal string & 2\ ik
K-terminal string ZFESD) 25,

(29) ¢ + you - present -+ can + go
ThHhBLTHE, EHHA

RT1 NP +4tense+ M+ X >tense4+ M+ NP+ X
4 X

(30) present - can + ¢ + you + go

(137)



ok o M OB

DX IREHTES, (30) %41y phrase marker |2, B b3z (23) o
f.d. ph.m. % 5. #HE4 (29) %41 phrase marker 33 (23) o u. ph.
m. THBMD, R RTL 3, 32 (23) © w.ph.m 55 f.d. ph.m. %
HEHTHATHSEE LS. Tl 30) o X 57 £.d. ph. m. 53R
% (23) DI, BSE LTORE - &V 5 EkC, surface structure
EWFEh, Thiex LT, & (29) © X 57 u. ph.m. 2R3 23) o
B, XVRBNCEETH S L5 FERT, deep structure XIEITH
5.

R (25) s B, (23) R (24) © X 5 KB EE T 5D,
RT1 cET3EHAAREDLREY, Zhiexl, B @7) & (28)
&0 DI (26) HEE T X 5 /e HAlk, “HEEE double base %1,
> TeBERBRAUELFER, FEX QN 0Xde, BRSO TERERT
L OB % matrix string, s (28) © X 5 BRI O RAE
% insert string &6, “HEHEZ T double base transformation &z,
BWHERZHE > T, —D20 matrix string iz, i (—oLl kD) insert
string(s) ZMRATHFEHRELZ LTS, 20X ohFEvEhE, T
B, BEORBHERCE T, BETOABEHERBLD, B OEEN
HBHTEHDLALL SR, HTOoPEIE, BB LT, ERic
% OERHEAN NS, FEFNERE TEIARTETH - 30
BORA, ThTHELARSLITTHS.

5

b VTERIEDRRBIX, —2D@FREKTOTH B4, Thiti—>
DR E LTR D IDkdII, 5Eekr BFBMHLME L T i
bisv. ELERZOHE MTRTOEMCELVWLEFATHS] &
LTHY, JFEHIL MEHRELWX LIS ER\W] & & 2B kT

(24)
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FhTRHHN BEMTIELL] &R ESW5ED, —RLT I3
BRICIEL V) B2 53D, EENRIELLSEW] EBEXHAURED
¥C & LEH NELE] OfEH degrees of grammaticalness 23% %
BRD. Lirl, 4% CRRTELFECLS L,

(Bl) HHEEFL.

(32) AN EHLs.

X, E¥Hod MEMRIELW ZEkicoTLES, B AELL, (32)
NELLEWEW S ediciY, &5 LT EoER (HisEam syntax) 75
FCIEE T, ESkEw semantics BT A5 A, T OEm AT nb
BisF i Higu,

iz o, HHXDOEELRD > B, surface structure (¥, &
B LA EELEEBEOTICEL, o TEAR phonology DHREA LK
 ANREEETHBHH, ZhiextL T deep structure {33 X h AEH e
BETH- T, BHRADHIESRLINDRELDTH S, - T deep struc-
ture DMLY I LREMCBRFTHIZ LR I » T, XOBKRRBHAEZ
BRIz T 52 & TE, EMRELWVWR] 2—BELIHRT L
L TE5.

6

EHLEOERROBIICRZo0ERNRE T h 5. F—XHEOE
(dictionary %7z lexicon EFREh 32, FIXRTHEND X5, HAl
DESH DD LD TEFHEOHBLIFFCR>THEEEX L > T 5) T
Ho, B, EBOEWRND, HCHO LS RXOBRERDEREHE
-+ % # 0] (projection rule LMEN 3) TH 5. H 53D deep structure
iz, dictionary & projection rule % EH LIERY, LTOXOEKSR
ROfEER semantic interpretation & FE&,

HEOEX, HEOBKROBELZTRTIOT, FFLELOERLRTH
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L RO B RAOHEA TS S, AT “bachelor” X LTIE,
bachelor — N, Ni,..., Nx; (i) (Physical Object), (Living), (Human),
(Male), (Adult), (Never Married);
(SR).
(i) LATmg
DX HENEL OIS, COBCOWTHATSE, N, Ny, Ni i3
COMEOHEBEREELRTES. (1) DTo®Mas, BRREEY
FtRechs. plzil (Physical Object) 1%, “bachelor” Lu»5EE
A, PREEECH HHRELZERTHOTIERL T, WENLEYLER
T3z rwmRL, (Living) 13 “bachelor” REAY TRV &%
RLTW5., 20X )5 ciis % semantic marker L%, (SR) i1, selec-
thﬁm%ﬂ&m@%%f;“mm&x"gmﬁﬁﬁ@@g&&%(@ﬁ,
Tz &) LUy, RIFEO O ERTEDTH 5. (SR
T BRI sémaxitic marker O — VB E LTCEREINS.) seman-
tic marker & selection restriction % &3>¥ T, FEOMK lexical reading
LT D, BENNED b BT, HRRAC DD Dbl EL X am-
biguity % OB THBLELS.

X CEWRBRNMEIL, X© deep structure, &> TENEEH TS u
ph. m. iz LCfTlsbiaiudie bisvs, H5XSH LT, S o u ph
m. OABRER L, BFERL projection rule 245 T, @BRELH5
%t %, Sou ph m X FERBOCHERINIc] w ph. m. L Fbh
%. S ® u.ph. m. DERBOMREL, ROZOEEbEILLDOTH S,
(1) BR@Ec@RENCS O u ph. m,

() & OD~D6) LX»>T (I) HHEEHINIHABDES.

D1l (C%So» u ph. m. DEBOBRERLTHLE) Clzhrd

NBROESNWERERATHDEE, TLTXDLERT, CkE
R ERTH 5.
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D2) LATeg.

RIS OFFRBIBREE, ROZO2ELELLIDTH S,

(I') S @ u. ph. m. DERBRGBROES. N

| (M) (I »oEED D~D'3) ko THEHIAS SKEOWTD

B oEE. |

(D’1) BRBICHERINZ S © u. ph. m. D—D>—DE DT, %
w. ph. m. OERERIERRBVCEATHHLE, £LTEFDEEHG
S BEHKAMCEATH S,

45, S OMRERE LSRN TS, EALMBRS b i\
BIREGH, BRAWCERTHELELI3DTHS. HlxiE “Nothing
nothings.” ® X 5 i 3cie oW CRAE, EEOMBIcbH 5 “Nothing ” (%
#ic g 21X Nothing &\ 5FFexET% u ph. m. 0f5H) AR
BR%5 %2 Th, selection restriction 2FH T, BREOMKBIZH S
“nothings” Lk Uohinv. RBREOMBEIZH S “nothings” %41z
 EXLTHRBRIFLTHS. %ofumlﬁkiu&&K@%%?% &
HTET, BERAICENTHS.

¥z “good” DXSBRBEIL ThESKETTHMEL-BRYEZ S
TEMNTERY, ZDOXIBRBTEI—20BHK function L LT#x bh
BNRET, MOFBHADERELEBEOLTIELDTEREY LD, 20X 57k
Bae%, ThEHXEY LERL b OTLABRTOES (B2 “hon-

st ”, “bachelor ”, “liquid” 7z K DFETRINZHE) ERAILT, [
D& & 47 5 4 | syncategorematic concept & 5. Bl “good”
L) mﬁbi, X CDﬁE(D DEER LRPDCIRRC T ERA D 5 L 5
SHFTH %,

7
BB R e SR BRI L CHER T 3 1edicit, F0%o u..
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ph.m. Z#f&, ZONELRTHBEED seiection restriction % B &7
ZTBERETTHITHD. FhZ D restriction DO HIL, RERY
BT — 2 RKEL T3, o THRBEIEXBENEA-X 57k, BHO
MR ] RIREA BIR\WTTEr. %7 u. ph. m. OFFER S X OFEE
SBRISITE, —o0RMoBRE LTHMEIWTEDY, A2 A7 4+~ F
RO L S5, [RER] ~OHRCIEELNTIW., Lz oEg
2, o THBETFERC LT, i idk LIREIhALEROHYRE
(BB I3 B EREORBE)DREC €Y & FEIT2od 0 E 5 pRIET
5. REEFERVBR LIS DI, 55L0BMERBLERO Lc
EK@oST 3z L LAKRCY ¥ F OFRTOERNFESHENLD B &
WHZ LR TAHZ EThHoTz. Blh, bbbl DRRi#IT,

1. FENBHBTH 5 LIELTRRNT — 2 EB@HEST bh w5,
2. BEERLEBARLTE BIX, DTN THS.
EWVWSZLDERTH-Tc. BRCHEL TR LIrOHEEYEF2L5 X 57
AT, BERAFCETSmL, BRI DREMINAGEC X - TRER
hidniEh bicw., Fhd LE 5 clelbhiE, FlzE, mEEPLE¥ED
BN L O THBML, RAOMBIF LT, MELEOTMLELDOT
B\, COXSREXHOECT T, HELEEHEE, [H%0RE)
LABE I T ARIE—G 21X THEORDMED D | T— TR A 5 T3
DT BERPEERD] It EORMHBRBRTH S LEERLIOTH
5. ThXEHLESE (b3 WIXREETEEHRDINOBEE) OB
TH—DODTVF T—ETHoC, RBEEEROHECNHAWHDKR
Maaib bz e hiclLCd, HERB¥O—o0FRELTZED
BRAR LB EHE X el hudis Higwe,

BIEOBBNHER, WEREEFOHELIHTS L, 20
REZBETD—ODFERY BIL T 5, ERBEOHELL-T
b, WMEEoESEL (BERARICER] THH L LTHRT S LiX
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W TH D, RELZSTERETREC L, EHEOBRRC LT
13, hOTHBEIEEHENTLE) L, BEOME~NDT7 /v —F5
HIZPRAREIR R 2 TWBEWI T L TH B, B EOERL, &
ROMACIIBEHNLFBTCIDH T ED, TOBRIBFOHFELLT
B0 DTV EBbh 5, FlxiE “good” OFEBREWL BFHTL
T EEEFEOEEN BRI RNV 2 ETHB. Th
REEHRRTIB TR ES, T HEROESEOS BHHH, FHkL
LCEEMMERAVTE LV A2EETIE, —o0EEREKRED
OfEERTEWE, BT oMEC2WT, EX TR,

8

SMEETFTIRCENC MEER] CVIOHFHMIED X IR LTHEH,
Ewnd L, FRIZTETHBTIRW] EWHZ &THH. LTATER
=208 HzH 5.

1. HELI-HBTHHBIETDHS.

2. fLoMBEFBLLVWHEILETHS.

3. HAEFMBRFELEATIHEIETDHS.

1. O BEIIRENDELYRALLSE, 3. 3b2HEREROKUHRE R
HIRSRAE, 2.4%, 1. & 2. obfehsd 0, B, AEELFEOOT
BRETHD. £oT TETHBTHRG] &5 ki, 1.~3. DT
 BRORERERERORERTE SEBHE D BRET BHENRR &
WHZLTHB., HHXN1L~3 DIHLbDOLEOEEOHKBEORATHS
By, EFOEBEYRETIHENRD DML 0L, LTOXOREBIBE
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