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Frontiers and New Trends of International Research on
Multimodal Discourse Analysis

LI Mengjie FENG Dezheng The Hong Kong Polytechnic University
DENG Yi Guangdong University of Foreign Studies

Abstract: Recent advancements in digital technology and the revolution of communication methods
have elevated multimodal discourse analysis to a key interdisciplinary research area. Utilizing a
bibliometric method, this study systematically reviews international multimodal discourse research
from 2014 to 2023. Theoretically, new analytical frameworks on social semiotics have emerged,
along with the integration of interdisciplinary theories; methodologically, qualitative analysis has
become more rigorous and a big-data-centric perspective in quantitative research is gaining
prominence; thematically, multimodal discourse analysis has increasingly focused on significant
sociocultural phenomena. Frontier topics include digital multimodal literacy, virtual identity
construction, inter/transcultural phenomena, and multimodal Chinese discourse. It is anticipated that
the continued interdisciplinary theoretical integration and advancements in digital intelligence will
diversify the methodology of multimodal discourse analysis, broaden its applicability, and accelerate
the multimodal turn in various disciplines.
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1. 518

125 14 (2014-2023) , [F FR Z RS TE B 40T N R G REIE 5 410 — A4
SR R — A 2E R R 8 . — 5 TH , Bateman (2022) ¥ 2B 22 R &
JEM)—A BB, I8 G F o LR B E AR SR O EHEAT
“Z RSB BT (multimodal phase). 2215 A TE 15 o3 M (AR LD B 0 0 5 2 R i
R AN ) 2R S (R R ) 2k o A OISR A SRR SUAR N " i R S
B 0 G ZBSIETR 54 S AN B EE AN E RN KR ST
T, B B FHOR 0 kR, 2RISR SC N E & 270, S RE 5 28 bR
PR A o W TR G iR AT rh 5 s Ty =05 R SR 2ok A8 ) B R AE S
H5% &30k &k 2 8 H 3 ¢ R (U Zappavigna 2018; Wang & Feng 2022), 7]
BF, F e T EAR & T W 2RSS R0 REUE fN T Re R 1Y & &
WA KR T 288015 43 Ar BB 58 Y W5 (41 O’Halloran et al. 2021), 7EILTT 5
T AR E PR L2 EESTEIE AT IS S0 S 3 B BRI R U R MO
SOMEDUER . S8 T, AR SOR STk T 2 o AR TR TR A Y [ B i e
Hur st 2 miER , UL R G R R HES A e A5 vk RN S5 ) f 8 B
Ao KA BT E Y AT A STETE T I Kk KA AR, B ) B N 2 S
IR L K e 58158

2. AR

AMFFTEER T 2014 47 2 2023 47 Scopus EUH JF H & & 19 9% SCSCHR , 6 35
S SC 18 SCE ML 2, AL 55 Kay O’ Halloran = i 1Y) Routledge Studies in
Multimodality Z 51 56 A L3 . ZHEBRE S FIIC S SCHRT , FL3RAF 2905 A2k
SCHR . ASIETEIE ] VOSviewerl.6.19 BAF 2 il MR IR o I 00 28 A iR
NRIG , TAAER T 5058 F-ICEARLE , IRRER 5 7] SURIEHEAT T &I, &
KA 334 AN AH KL ARE . 8 VOSviewer $ 1 (1 = 30 48 A5, B AR 15 451 1
(occurrences) . ok KK 3 JiF (total link strength) FI-F- ¥4 A& 2 4F {5y (average publication
year)', FATAT LLG3 5 VPAR 5 Ko B — R0 0 SCHRTHEL 5 A AR o A DG K 5 2 A
W R AZ AT 1) SCHR - X & RN 18], DA S 32 AR B A 27 R 52 ) (van Eck &
Waltman 2023) . A SCREHARIE X Lo 555 , BRI 5 ik A 3200 =y T R 4L ik i+
A PR 2 AT TR ST B R SRR .

3. ZEFZIFIES/TELHNTERE
Wk 1 s, 5 28051 0 M B A0 S 1 AR 5 38 31 A4S, nT AR 4 A [A] 4
VR TRARA I AR ST T AR R ICLL T R 2R R AR 1 : 40 metaphor (96, 405, 2019.6)” 22 B AR “ B
i (metaphor)” 7E £ P v B ARIEST UK A 96 IK , . JCHK 5 FBE A 405, 45 % SCAF-43 47 2019.6.
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Y AL AT S5 NG 5 G5 e TE S Ao A AR S
T SRR T B 23 A5 FAH DAL 73 B , Z2 B350 8 70 A BEE K RT3 44 S i A
DT 1) AR TS BRI BT R R 5 2) - BH A FIES 2 B BSR4

#1 HIBHICARE

PRIE A A FREIEARTE
Gunther Kress (150, 813, 2019.0) appraisal (28, 115, 2019.8)
. e 1 Theo van Leeuwen (108, 600, 2019.3) register (25, 110, 2018.4)
HafFgy ,
visual grammar (74, 335, 2019.7) Martin (11, 59, 2019.2)
Halliday (48, 209, 2019.3) Matthiessen (9, 56, 2019.0)
metaphor (96, 405, 2019.6) Forceville (11, 56, 2020.2)
INHIE T 2% cognition (88, 339, 2019.6) relevance theory (8, 27, 2018.1)

metonymy (20, 111, 2020.9)
critical discourse analysis (155, 727, 2019.6) Machin (9, 33, 2019.7)

genre analysis (26, 120, 2018.3) MCDA (7, 38, 2021.0)

VEE S , _
proxemic (10, 56, 2019.5) Goodwin (7, 21, 2019.1)
van Dijk (10, 48, 2020.0)

H4ET S sociolinguistic (27, 130, 2019.5) Goffman (7, 25, 2019.3)

o pedagogy (209, 893, 2019.5) sociocultural theory (14, 53, 2018.9)
translanguaging (51, 228, 2020.9) New London Group (12, 68, 2019.1)
ecology (27, 119, 2019.9) typology (13, 51, 2018.8)

HAl2%RE  psychology (23, 108, 2018.7) neuroscience (11, 51, 2018.0)

anthropology (22, 99, 2019.2)

31 HEKFSFERHNFTERE

AT RN, ZEETEIEERA DA S S h £ R HAISHESE 3 2
T RFEIHEIE T %, B R HAK 2R 9 59 P38 15 5 (visual grammar)  PEA R 45
(appraisal system) . 1F 3 (register) 55 (W36 1), ¥ T4k 4L S/ 52 HE) JE
MRS at—2b R, s B S, Fr it S5 522 T E AR R L, B 7E A
B R B S I FR AR DR G . BiE28 )5 T, Ravelli & McMurtrie (2016) 4 5
GLIIBETE T E W T Y Re Sty e B A AR A (8] A B, B2 T 25 [B)E TS 2 BT (spatial
discourse analysis) HEZR . HJ5 , McMurtrie (2022) #f— 58 B ZAMEZL IR AR T
23 B #4)  FNZEA T A AR 2 [R] 1 C & o Maiorani (2020) K ARk — Fl 4755 58
U5, 32 T SIERT S 2% (kinesemiotics) A & AN BRI D) BB 15 14 (functional grammar
of dance) 73 HIHEZR , TR BRI Ji HE b A A& 5 25 (0] E 3l 1 72 SCHEY . Toh (2018) 1)
AT X A0 A — b 3 T B RAR IS AR R 2, Mg T DAt 45 52 o Sk i
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Ui AR AU F A1 (ludonarrative model), #r W5 T8 , #1245 5 R A &
T By 1) Z RS RR AL T RGBS R SSIE AT T . 0, van Leeuwen
(021N RE T ZHAENAE IR, AR B SO 5 8 A sh 1 55 an e g FH >k 3%
FEAME AT N By o Feng (2023) £ FIFM LS Ry M R G0, 2115 T F 16 ML
DGR Y W A PR SRR HELL  JF A T BT M % BRSO & B N B
144

SR BE S, W98 & TR 1k i il 4k T AR BRI &
4. LA Jim Martin 88 AR B9 252 5 45 G VAN RGUAIRHESR NN R 3 S A B2 ) R
Lo AL FE . 194, Painter et al. (2014) 7£ Kress & van Leeuwen (1996) 1Y) 5.5 & X
S5 ASHESRILR [ — B4 H T B4 (focalization) | 75 J&%(pathos) . 41 il (ambience)
N 2% (graduation) PO 248, B , Martin & Unsworth (2023)#2H T FHFr-#r2#
P T IR A R AL o R A 45 5 FAE L . DL John Bateman AR
B 2 25 D) = A2 R T SR B R R R R AT T B R . A1, Bateman &
Wildfeuer (2014) 25 G4+ 2455 A FNE R 1F X FEE (discourse semantics) , $2 1 T 2
BT U TR, B AE 534 18 1 7 9] 00 A 254 o % 2R 55k B 1A
e AU U AR TR AR BRI | [ AR TR A BT A SR AR R i
ATt Th 1 5.

B, DAL S R55 20 PR LAl 1) 2B TR TR o AT HE SR E — 20 m B &
R F G R A AL A A 9 B2 s iR R SRR T E R OTiE S HESE . AR,
A B AT DL — A 5T R R0 B IR Rl 5 40 SCTE T B 5T 1 L AE
AT EE . R, A2 f7 5 2 HEARATY SR AR XS S 74T, kb 5 oA AR s . R
AT T A SRR AN LA [ 0 137 5 rh A At 2 7 5 2 HE SR, 5 5 HoAth 2 )
HOR RG220 PR RN PSS R A (455 500
32 ZEBFENNERHNSERME

bR TS5 22 B i K RS, Z RS TR A Be K e o) — W35
fE2Z 2R RGBS & F RIS A 2= B LR A . B S,
W T FRL NSRS 5, 2R TE TR 5 B g T o7 38 AT 1 o A 2
1. 140 Hart (2016) MIAENIE 5 22 9L A 11, 38 B RT i e 22 30 7R 18 7 XL
g A R L, IFA N 2B A B T e R 5 B, DR IE TR
AT IS G R SR A . ST SRR R AT A &
Je A WL (L2 1), o B R R M 9 J& Machin (2016) 44 H ) Z B PR I5 15
4T (multimodal critical discourse analysis, MCDA) M AHICHFFY . HIK , 22 &A1)
FNANE 5 % 8 A HAE 5 e F E 288E 1. lan, SIS
FAZ O MER , WA RSSO RIS bR 3 B 45, Z B8 TH TG b de it 1 3 iy
43H T H: (Forceville 2014),
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bR T8 5 = IR R B S, 28805 18 o A Be A& e S 90 B 5 Y 5 e B
BEREGWRTE TR M RLET DB DL N A AR (L
D)o B2ERHRE KRBT A =25 55— 028 B ZBU805 15 70 B i o SO iR
2 AERR R A A BRI, 10, Norgaard (2018) {5 Bt 2455 2240 78 3K
SEHOE R T 2RISR E S ITHE SR o 55 SR AR B A 2= R B X A
DU TH I TR A RS, 9] aniz FH 2222308 ok £ 5 1775 %R AT, B A5 20U Y
H JETIHE (Tonnessen & Forsgren 2018). 2 =R @ L2 B HIE Al & 1) Z2 4k 25
B HTHESL , a0 322 AR 1) Z B8 0BT (Pirini et al. 2018), DL R R 5 2% 0B
2 AR BT RS 2A A SUPEE Y 25 BRIl (Johannessen & van Leeuwen
2018).

Bt 22 AN TR 15 2 BT B Y LA 27 BRI QIR 25 (B R i /)N 98 3 7 B4 T
W24 R} a] B BEAT SRR, N 48 24 R} (transdisciplinary) #23, JF— ik 54+ 28}
2 A SRS (AN B A | 2R AT) R SRR (B2 AR AR 2R AF) XTI, A
FOMTR AR IE R G5, 42T AT 45 238 Praitiel b &2 22 ) s R L 4 .

4. BEFBEBSMAENTELRE

1 55 10 Z2 A 2505 1 43 BT 8 T 1 R TS AN [R) 9 55 U i ZZ AT 5
LRGN SR . o B4R i 2R E TSR R R R
R T ATF 5T 7 1k B, R AR | 1) R 5T Ik BB 2E AR 5 2) 25
AEARE S REAE Tk Kk
41 AR FENRFN

iof B AR EL ARG R SRS IR T I B O k. R 2RSSR
OIAT 22 02 2 A A3 AT AE 2R 535 /D 2 B3O R A s 01, R T A A R A 9
Ko LA BRI EATFRE T8 A SRR 2500, LR T 5 IS o AL R L )
M T H B T B SRR BN SEF S A . Hob, RIEE iz H
RS N A Hri i 2 OGS 56 e

15, AR 22 20l RO E D kb T 2B TE AT . A SRS R
H B 20 (field note) MITTIR (interview) 55 R & ik (W35 2), B £ NAF5 4
B ERAIZ AT 5 2 50, M3 T+ Z R8T 2 B 45 S 19 T 5 B (40 Canale
2023), [AIE, RO & Dy i 5m IH 2 5 3 1Y AR 5 a2 B 8 i & (Heigham &
Sakui 2009), A Z BTG MR AE T F W 4RSS0k 55 B (W0 O’Hagan
2021), B THRLEIR R MBS BT S R B I IR & . 91, Jewitt
& Leder Mackley (2019) FUBF R A AL EE & 1T 2B TG A FUECE OB,
B R T BB 5 BT i v V) A PR 2 R O R T AEATT T B b A ¢ 2 R -
FE 2 TE T P BT S, DT OB B R T e AR 58 ) 22
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2 WA

At ATESI BIOCHRSR P-4 R SR
case study 266 1152 2019.5
interview 207 919 2020.1
corpus 130 553 2019.8
ethnography 96 373 2018.5
content analysis 52 238 2019.7
questionnaire 37 168 2020.1
field note 30 160 2020.2
mixed methods approach 12 52 2019.9

R, B E Z B 5EAASZRHT Y e 2 &R 48 LR 08 73 17, Serafini &
Reid (2023) $2 T 2B N2 1k (multimodal content analysis). It /7 AN 7]
TARGE NS B I IR St 22 i A~ N F B s &R F R Gk ) 2B TE T AT
A BT U R PR B A S TR TE R . Wang & Feng (2022) i Z BN A
3 AT I P S T DA 2 T o i 9 2 31 B S A A AT, 25 5% T A A8 A J 4L 0
W LT By A o R R 11 2o AR A T o M T vk B 1 B S S ST O Y 4
G LA RO Z2 58080 B B A o i 5 = L E, DLSE R R A AN R 2 S T
1y 2k B A AT AF B AT A M
42 BEBEMESRBIER %

148 1 PR 23 B 7 1 EROOR BB R AR IR Z A TETE R A, H 7 38 7 35 3t 8
FELAE T A R BRYE . VERLZE 43 AT A SRy o Pk J v 1 E B 7, RS T 2 U b s
e LA 8 P (19 35 1 R 1E . Bednarek & Caple (2014) 2 Hi 1 i B8 4 B 2 45
BAGTE AT (corpus-assisted multimodal discourse analysis). BfifE , 2~ & 117 & T
— RN Z RSN S T R, DB 15 1 2 BESTE IR R, W MO 25
R 5 R Ui B AL M (Hiippala 2015) 515 75 87 M SCAS (Caple et al. 2020) | i i 51 [f]
fiJ5) (Bateman et al. 2021)5% . X EEAF T IR AR A R 2B 1Y) A T R 1 7
S ABREHL RO s m R A T R G T TR

AR, ZASTE B A58 A0 3 A28 i KB AE B B, OB SO 5
PRI ER . PR E TR B T Z BB HT TR o
HAR 1 J& Kay O’Halloran SR BT B KRB SR B IR A 2 RS B iR
#J, O’Halloran et al. (2021) ¥ Z R EHELR 5 KEHE . =18 N TR RSEMHE G,
Myt T — 2R BT 5 (multimodal analysis platform), %5 SE 8 T 72k
PR SCAS | RGN AR AT 45 2 A7 RN 23 B A S 28 SR i T AL S D RE . R O
IR G 2B B R 58 40 R T PERUE SO A RIS, SRl T 20800
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BT ST AR 008 . R ST I T L) F 842 , 4551 ChatGPT, Gemini %5
N THEGETE, LUHRTF A Sh b3 285 2515 R B R , S S s B 48 40 b7 I s, 3
A K AT AR5

5. ZRKBEEMREANFRE

RRAEACR AT (19 70 A5 FA S, FA 138 AR DU A PO 78 (L 3) -
1) B ZBESHHE W 2) AL HARTETE TS 5 3) 15 30k 5 8 SRR T 5
4) R ETEROTIL .

3BT ORI

Ft fRRPEAE 5 TR
. science education (65, 275, 2020.5) digital literacy (40, 166, 2019.5) identity
z; multimodal composing digital storytelling (284, 1243, 2019.8)
(55, 241, 2019.7) (33, 141, 2019.9) gesture
P social media (139, 648, 2020.4) emoji (16, 73, 2021.4) (196, 841, 2019.4)
JLEEN meme (42, 214, 2021.0) hashtag (10, 45, 2021.0) engagement

(178, 777, 2020.0)
intercultural communication

Bt culture (262, 1190, 2019.6) (20, 81, 2020.7) photograph
(132, 546, 2018.9)
comparative analysis (30, 118, 2018.6) multimodal
ERRES| translation (118, 451, 2019.7) Chinese (22, 90, 2019.7) interaction
T China (75, 356, 2020.2) (28, 90, 2019.0)

51 BFUSESHEMR

RS ETF X B A0 T et . RS, 2R
WFFEA G AR TR R 2y 4l T ARG B Z —. Hrh G T A e 2 A A
A R RS R A . X BB 5Y BT New London Group (1996) ) £ Tt i3 5 #
&L B BT R IFH R, ECT AR (digital storytelling) 75 — 3 PR AL H1 Y
izl (Wu & Chen 2020). #7285 1F (digital multimodal composing) 1 4 3%
F T RN EE A W IEAEIT TR S B8, B 2R R F)
FHE T T BB 5 22 R 28 B IR R AT SO B 19 30 56 R, il /F PPT R4 L i
it A5G BRI A . AHOCHE R LB SR S 5 H AN B HER L
e VAL 2 4845 J5 1 & JF (U Hafner & Ho 2020; Deng et al. 2023). [A] i}, i1 4 %
2 B U W O T B IE O ) H R R R B e i,
Unsworth et al. (2022) J& F4E S5 52 M ARG RETE 5 2%, i T 28R
AL Z FF (multimodal disciplinary literacy) HEZ2 , B 7E$8 S b AE Y b2 B
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NI e

Bl 5 H5OCR B AR B Bk, R ok Z RN EF IR T BRSO, W
S MRS N TR RE S U it G R RO AR T S o [R]ERE, 2Bk
FRIFMR BB IR B B, AN, ARG L — 20 T R RSk A
RO THAIBRAE , LG BV 22 ) B W 2R RE T .

5.2 X HEEZIEFIFERAR

FEAC ARG T 2 2B TE TR PRI o HAH R TR AN “HE A IR (3%
TE AT (emoji)” | “HE P (meme) " (Y ~F- 34 & SCAE 43y B2 WP AE 2020 2 2021 4R ] (3%
3) WFFE FEALSE : 1) B SHMT SR E 2) 20k S isiEpo.

Bl 5 A A ) U R B P ABLS FAT 5 R R, IR IEAT 5 B L A
A (selfie) A% B bR 25 (hashtag#) %5 . LA Michelle Zappavigna AR 2EEHEH T
— RYIHESR DL 43 B 4k 28 154 v %) 3 S A8 B A 55, 0 3R % 45 5 (Logi &
Zappavigna 2021), 15 f b5 25 #(Zappavigna 2018) %5 . SR, & A 155 £ J5 PR T 74
D7 ARG BE , DA ifafias o | A SO RIS & 85 50 R BRI AN I .

[, 58 A TR AR A 23 (), 0 SG i at sg AR v 1) By Z2 e fk iy 2
RS HA 528, 05 THER R R SRR L ST . A2
BUETEMFR B 5 T X S IARTE B0 25 ] i A2 A = L B0 A [ AL BRFR 2R
Aguirre & Davies 2015), Ji HJ& Lo PE 09 807 B & & 35 (W1 Esposito & Sinatora
2022), KSR SOR AR TR TEAE R B A S U Y DGR 1R T S A S
R YE . AR ST Ak e TR AL X A 23 TR R (AN A AR Ak AR 281 55
AN, FRITES - 5 B A, IF A OGBS il # 4Rt 2 %

53 BXHEBXUSERIEEAR

M1 SCAEAy (BRI 2020.7) R, 5 SCA S BRI T AR ok Z2 B8 IE 15 9T ¢
HH ) —EEAE . BN ES SR A BRI ST AT 20 S A 5 TS < 1) A (] [ 58 i IX
ZRTEIE XS F AT 5 2) 5 S8 B 8l B 28 b — T i, 2R
5 SCA T LRI 9 LB AR TG 1 Sy JE 25 A P 42, e [ 7 s 0 5 D I o 1T 1Y
HERRAT JRy NS TN 2 BESAF 5 BEIR AT L (Chik & Vasquez 2017) . H1 3 4l P 3
ZRSITCRIXT L (Xu & Shi 2023) 55 53— J5 T, BEA 5 AT UL SR,
5 SCAAE PR R R R SO Z BN BBl . OGS G iE SRS S R 2
RS GEIR AT 5 SO TR 38, T PRHX SE 155 B IR AE A B rp i 5 SOt . iRt
GO0 S BB TR (AN T30 Fr s SCAR B8 B9AE L, 5o 2 R A IR (n
F TSR A anfy 3R]k 3 i SO Ak 5.8l (Schroder et al. 2023), S22, ZAE
ATEVE ST R R R SN E SO AR SO B S P2 i T A 2T B il
P8 SCAAC BRI B B

FERERALEH, R 5P A5 5IASSICRLG T Al ik [ 51 ol X s R
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il B4 SCA A | BB SC A (transculturality) o 33X — 35 0 5k 5 SCAG A PR SE 1
7 ) (Baker 2022). P28 IREA , JUH R A S IRAA Y 5 JRE AT SCAR IR AR A R AR
b H &AL 2Rk, BT I, Feng & Wang (2024) {5 Bl Z 25118 40 HT MIEH
e, BT AR R SO B i 2SR . F T, O T SO
AR B BE . RKMIF TS ZEARSE 58 35 i Al UL LR i RS Be 5751k, OF
PR FE | DX I A0 3 | 7 55 MR 25 AN ) el s SC AR S B
5.4 ZRSPEEIERR

AT ETEIT R T AL O ORI A i 2 B = A S
LTS WP ST IE B ™ BT RS R TR Bl A s H
BT B R [ B 22 B S A BT BRI, B CPRAT ST AT R
FHET T 2R AR AR JE S b R OCTE B A T
W E DRI . X LEHT TSR R T AU SRR A SOE S R R
PP SE B AN B )b BORE2oR R o AN, 2 RS B R ST KGRI
PUWT S5 Z2 PP ek 7 2, 00 o [l g HEAT PRI AL A | LA 4 Bk HRL A v [ Y 22
JGi 2R (4 Zhang & Feng 2021). Feng (2023) 15 L 2 (AL H R i - 2L
FUrb B 5 ) sl TR 2 RS b G T A B I — AT B 5 2 BT 5 4
o ZAARDT T 2R IR F L S R A M) B SF U
S RS TR 70 A 9 7 3% 1) 5 D o R 9 A 4 220

TEHR i [ GRS ) R ESCIE R R R 5T, 285 EE TR
XA PG T L 3 SO R T R R PR RSO R R Ty B U
O], 2R P R AT ST TS B [ PR S S Sk ] o AR, X SEpE
FELHCR AT IS N % B T B AR P B PR R AR A 2 o [, B B
T & AL 2 W22 3T, BT O OF ST 5 1 A 2RO AN B B . O 1 S A e s o
i v A RS AT S A 2 SO T SO R | FRATT5 B8 0 Sl 2 BTS20 A Y
Hh R, DS e 55 T I ] G T 1 B ] B 7 s

6. 4iE
AR SCHE TR AU A SCRR AN , AR GE B 1 3+ 4F [ PR 2 B SR 5T
SVRTIT B HORIRBE ) 2 BRI 160 Be 55 07 ikt — AP Rl 5 B8, B2 AP 1h
RGUIREE S F1— D SR RO Z R il . B b A 25 5o
OIHTHESR B — AP [ PN TR | [N, 2B 00  r i A0 Bl 5 D R 35 5 B
SRR R A S A R A A A S S A e . Tk b RPERT
FEIT I AR5 S S Bl ) AL 23 A O i 25 B0 R R # o F o R
SRR, BT S BSEE B 5 SO S PR A 2 R Al
o [V v ) R A e v [ 1) 2 RS T Vs e, A [ P R SR A i 3
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FOE AL P o e, BT B0 B TR S B2 fH A= 2 MR SR, LA ) iy
[ 1) i85~ B B Rt — 2P K Ji o B AR AN TR RERY BT A J8 , 25
AT 75 A B S B Ay i e 4 BT AR, Ay gk R A 2 B B T ) AR
WA
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