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Abstract
This paper examined p, g constructions which

FHi g NEDIFEEFRTE VI EKRT, p & q DI
\RTERIEN S B = & 2T,

includes indicative conditionals. It is widely assumed
that the ifclause specifies the circumstances in which (1) If it does not rain (p), we will eat outside (q).
the consequent is true. For example, the sentence in (1)

indicates that Mary’s leaving has something to do with . - 2. ST 2. Austin(1956) 78

Biscuit

the vewe of John. Given the facts, there is @ fong ongitional (BC) LIEAZZ@G)D. p & q DR

standing generalization that #andard Conditionals

\ARTEBMRDSRSE L 72 Wil 8 5, (RJFL(1985) Tl

(SCs) like (1), there is a dependent relation betweeng LIS (Pseud Conditional) & FESS, )
the two propositions that appears to be causal relation

between the two actions accomplished.
(1) If Johncomes, Mary will leave.

(2) There are biscuits on the sideboard if you

want them.

However, some examples stand in contrast to this (3) There is beer in the fridge if you're thirsty.
generalization. In the famous example in (2), which

Austin (1956) callsBiscuit Conditionals (BCs), the i

clause specifies the circumstance in which they, contraposition I
consequent is relevant, ribe circumstance in which it o gerrgre 2 <72 BC 12GB) D L 9 12

is true.

(1)% Standard conditional(SC) & FE5 & SC 1%(4)
SWRZ HILDHH, AifE- i
SR
N7 LW D R A+,

(2) There are biscuits on the sideboard if you want

them.

The interpretation of (2) presents a puzzle: if we
faithfully follow the generalization about the indicative
conditionals, we would expect (in a science fictional

(4) We will not eat outside if it rains.
(cf. (12))

(5)# There are not biscuits on the sideboard
if you do not want them. (cf. (2))

context) the sentence to have a dependent reading such
as “there is a causal connection between her hunger agh » e 121 7=, BC I3 &0 E 4 30T 578,

the presence of biscuits on the sidebodrdthis paper,
I will pursuetwo questions(l) How such independent
biscuits reading is obtained?l) (How does the
ambiguity-chimericity come about?

Keywords — hiscuit conditionals, standar d conditionals,
chimerical conditionals, presuppostion projection

1. [FL®IC
FMCLAf p, q DIEAEFFD, FIUFSLORIE
= =6 iofﬁfiézﬂ FOEFBIZBWTH,

—IRANZSAESCTIE, (DD & D1, Sl p 2350,

SC XL, WV EWVLDH 5 (Austin,1956), =
NHOEWNDL, @1F, SC TiERd, MEFice
Ay FERERTHXWEFFR[T 530 U TR &
b, T 2Tk, Ak EfEc, JRE R ED
KIFEIR D B % SC(l)@ﬁﬁR%fﬁ‘iﬁ G ARAFRE
£&H3 720y BC(2)(B) DR 2 [ Ik A i r) & ﬂ%si
QD X 97 BC 2k [FEEAFHA) LISMT

LEOREARET D & fFﬁH%%O)ﬁﬁﬁ/ﬂé&% =978
7y N OHBUFHAE L DR :ﬁmm%%‘éf%ﬁ%
51 Lo MEAFsiA ] bAREICe D . BC Tl

1 SOFUT 2 DOMERNBAE T 5 &5 /XA DE|
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FEIINDZ LIRS, AmTliE, ZokH7
BC O, S5 FWNIHEHR LT, BLTD 2 812>
WTEET 5,

(D TFEEAFTA) 1XE D LTEL D0,
(D BCIZ MEfimeAr & DEKAFRA D2
Y DDA T D DIXIRED,

2. SEATHHE'
2.1 3IRJE(1985)

WEIE, @EFETIX I p, because q, r. [FFESTIEN
7273, BAGETIZ@)ZO6) DL I ICEVHZGD 2

&L, OSC Tldpldq 28 & HI e
KTH D DIzk LT, BC T, xtEE&EMOHRD T
VNG U A ETERAT, Tp IR SR Wi r AR
LT 7200fEs) & LT¥EIET S, L FET 5,
Z LT, @BCHLISM 30T, —FEDOMBEEH T4 &
LC, BRI E S8 S 2 HiuFisiamng s e s
L& I THEINEREST Lo CERNICERE S RER
TEXEbDOThDHZ LaFET D,

OMEDNBNTWZ5(p), BE— NG A>T
WA 5, ERATHWWE®)

WIEOFERIZ I BC Ot LTHEZSS b
DT, EOXI7RIZ BC BBINLMNEEH Z &
ZRMRES AN, Lavl, Op BIIR S0
flamr AR U34S I8 LTRVELDM,
@ “if p, " DEHLOERNHO)D X 5 72fiFfR &
MEAFHiA | O TR RRETH D D0, 2 Tl
HEANINITZ 700, & WD Z & TH D,

2.2 Franke (2007)

Franke |%, BifJENIREZHEH LT, &EXOERK
% context set ¢ @ if p, q {2 L % update & L THE %
bivd & ERETDH ((7)), (clX common
ground:CG2- 1 5/ SURDIE T % )

1 Biscuit conditionals (2R3 AHFSTICIE. 2 HiT
fitii1 23 5(1985), Franke(2007). Francez(2015)
PIAMZ, Austin(1956),Ducrot(1991)iZ BC {2\
T%&ﬂ%ém Siegel (2006), van Rooij (2007),
Christian et. al. (2014) Z23% 5, 728, Van
Rooij(200MDIZ oW Tl 4.1 BT %,
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Mc+fp,g=CcNpng U (cN~p)

Franke (& AU, (MIFLLTFOFfe X 1A L THERR
N5 @pildksd c® update DFEE, REHISC
ke +p BAELD L, (D) g’ c+ plZBW TS
oz L2y, (@)ZFORED ¢ ITHiA b,

bebe, p LqDMEIZ (pBaDHHEETHD
Lo Tn) IFBRO 220 BC T, p & clofbm
THZEITEY, 3R e 28 q ZEUNTEHm LTS5 3
ke +plzy 7 hansZ &b, - TC.BCIX

(common ground DEFETIIARVY) q DFFLEZ K
W9 2 kEEREEZ FFO, LT 5,

Z D & 5 7% Franke(2007) D534, BC OkGHE
HEZH O LT Efﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁéﬁ/hé&% HLOTH D,
LU, BC@723FioE ’JE%’@%O)IE%EDE’V&
ﬁ%%ﬁ“(g?)%)@)?ﬁ)iﬁ’d‘?ﬁ éﬁ/bé DH>, &V [EE
EZHTDIIE, ENLETTIEIATSTH S,

®bvA7ry hERETIN0)

F7=, QT ®DFEA L KT DS E S L
THERIZR D DD, £V FUZ DWW T HH BTl
fib\o

2.3 Francez (2015)

Francez (%, Franke(2015) % +&i2 (II) ORI
WZDOWTHEZ L, BC OB (Francez Tixx A 7
PR OBERIIEFICHD LT 5, A, EfiqicEE
N5 ERik i familiarity presupposition (Heim,
1982) L fE RSO W TE Y | CHRICIE U T rigid
designator F7-IIERBEEOFTAEGD, LT 5,
Z LT, WEOES. p & q OMIHAFBIRITAL
9 BC & LTRSS, —FH, BHOHE
(Lewis(1975)/Kratzer(1986) A % A L DT 7' 7 —F

X, EERESREITE N B IR RE DB A R
T, must (XIS DBTEN /R E— XL« X L—H
D RAALEFIBET D720, qlZEENDETDBHN
LS Z R THEIZID), p & q ORITEFEIRN

2 Common ground(CG)iZ, “the set of speaker’s
presuppositions” H25VMNE, “mutual
knowledge/common knowledge” & & E 0415 XK 9
2, SOE R E BV O RESFHEOZEHFOLA
kAR,
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SZ L SC & LTI END, &35,
LU, %o BC Tid, EHICE £ 2 gtk d
“le droit (the right)”i%, S8 - EHiHOKITRIR
DHEIEZD D OT, WIS L AT & T 27e
droit de venir (the right of coming)” &\ 9 il 25
2, L Francez(2015) D3, Z D X 5 72545
ZPRTHZ EIETE RN,
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DOFHRIEL D D%, RHEOES & 2 A
DI AD Z ENTE D LD D,
LvL, TN TECORENMEH S =bi T
IL72vy, SC TliE, q ORHEX ¢ + plZ Lo Thiilz
ENDHDT, p & q ORMITIKIFRRIENT D 6D
D, ZHEH"fp, "D p & q DMITRIFEIHRA 2
BC 2BV, ((c+p)+q D X ST XDEN BT ~D
AR OMIK AR 25 | & 2RI, =

(9) Si tu veux venir, tu as le droit. (If you want to come, \ M z 21U, SC 23T, BRIV ASE 5 2 BH1E

you have the right.) (Ducrot, 1991)

3. HIHRDEST & BC/SC

HJF(1985yx & 2 C, BC OREMHGRAVEMIZIL,

“if p, q" OE E (mplicature) b L < [ZIEF/RI7kE
amr (ch(@®) bEENDEMET DL, <qldc+
pIZBWCHHI S 5>& 9% Franke OZriIA
T4yt h DIC B, AFCIL, T2 L5, BCIZ(10)D
K OREWREZFFD, EBXOND Z L ERET D,

(10) (PNg@—r or (cNpNq —r

Q0% p & q DMBEOIES D r DSREMHER S
D, DFED, ridp+q (b LT ctptq) ITHBNT
Rl END, WD FRIRE RO,

AR DG B9 % Karttunen & Peters (1979)
CLF, K&PYARZ A NDT T —F S{iET 5 L,
SC TliE., qDiHEIc +plcXk-oTH-ENn5D
T, p & q DEIKAFRIRDENLT 5 Z &1 D,
—Ji. p & qOEIZEHE BIRIFBHRDERAL L
BC TiE, q OHZD (c+) pllkoTizSnbd
ZliFn, 2FE Y (¢ +)pldg ORifEE LTz
InnZEiFR<, (ctpHr@D X ST, fkpe LT
M T, r ORHEE LTz SRS Tt
NTEfET D, ZOFER.BC & LTEODmAETD .,
LW Z iz,

ZDOBZNEY ThiUX, BEMRRHEORSET
NWERET D Z EI2E 0, BC OFEHGRIMIEKRN &
DEITAT, £z, "ifp, COERIC, EDLIHIC
L. BC OIIkAFmEA) & SC O MK Fwis] O 2

3 Karttunen & Peters (1979)Tld, “p and q & “If
p then q” IXFE CKRD X 9 7o — v &2Fo,

(Dps A = (s ® A —ps (@)
DOFEMRIL, and ORARENDS,

FHERNIAH, IO TTEKR E LTRGIATH
%o

WD¥ 7 2 a Tk, van Rooij(2007) D4 & %
BRLZRBG, ZORIZONWTERET D,

4. AR & FEER

Stalnaker (1974), Karttunen(1974) {25 C,
AEE, QDRI | SUIR~OFR E L THREZ D
1% (Kadmon,2001) , (ps: presupposition)

(11)B is a ps of S iff S can be felicitously uttered
only in contexts that entail B. (Kadmon,
2001:119)

AL, YRZSCNEUNEH X5 72 O O FERERS
tFThsn, EWVIBERIZEBWT, "ifp, " AVERE S
HEEESUREE S S, BC, SC OfEIRIC BB %2 M IF 4
EEZDHT LT, BOTERYTHLS, -7, "ifp,
olZ BC, SC DR U 2 W& & & 9 7z
HEWRBHDONEHLMNIT D 2 EIXEERMET
bb,

ZORITarTiE ZOX D RELENDDEL
DO HFE A L LT, van Rooij (2007) D/ 2 a5
ZEMDIRD LD,

4.1 Unconditional presupposition

HifEl CfiiiL7- Karttunen & Peters ( 1979) A & A
IVORHEDREE T 7 r—FI it ziE, 122D Lk 9
2ENCIE, A2b)D LS ARiEn THIE NS, &2
AN, FEBIIE, 12b)Tid7e< . EEIOSMEHIHT
b 27212 ¢ ) unconditional

pLaqDESN IR THESND E, chBpdD
localcontext & 720 . ¢ + p 23 g @ local context {2
b, CERTHIENTE D,
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presupposition & FEINLDHHRZFFOGEDH 5,

(12)a. If the bottle is empty, then [John]r drinks
too.
b. If the bottle is empty, there is someone
other than John who drinks.
c¢. There is someone other than John who
drinks.

van Rooij (200713, Z D k& 9 BB a2 5412,
unconditional presupposition /%, K&P A% A1 /L
OFEET 7 a—F TTPRTE 20O TIERL, Tl
A SRR E FEFEOMNMEORBEISE TS H N &E
BB ThoHr LTRSS, 212, o= ¢ilBNT, ¢
L DFRIFICETH D EB XD T LT, N
MSTHEOBEE & P& %, % ZC. van Rooij
(2007)TiZ, Lewis(1988)I232% (¢ & ¢ D3R
G IZBWT, AWML TWAEEZADIL. ¢
DEAL & TIBRIZ ¢ Lo BAMBETH Y | [FIFE
12, ¢ DEMBEITIERRIZ ¢ Lo BAMEETH D,
Vo) TERVVIINME] OBESZREL, kDX D
IZHET 5,

(13)Lemma4.3(independence)

Formulae ¢ and y are independent of each
other in context o iff the following four
conditions are satisfied (where gmeans
that [¢l(0) £0)

@ If Ogand Oy, then OlpAw),

() If Cpand Oy, then OleAy),

GDIf Ogand Ow, then O(pAw), and

Gv) If Opand O ¢, then O oA ).

(van Rooij 2007:296)

LRI, van Rooij D FEi RO HAE TH 5,

o — o DFMHLORDVER G E & LTRSS
DYt BRED ¢ EIRT D Z LiTid, BUTORIE
IRBE (presupposition state) (LA, PS) % ¢ 12X
- CTHHT (update) TR D LARET D L. &
B & QPFHAEITMNI LTS EWV ) AEEET
HEE, ¢ ¢ ZWUNIIHERET H T LITTERY,
b — ¢ DIEFHER. PS Y oA @ IZHFTS LD Z LT
BOLNIRNINETH D,

LU, “9—¢ " D¢y Zifgs LTH
5. K&P (1979 A% A N OfEET 7 0 —FIHE
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ZIE, ¢ ORHRIE 6 TIHe x THDHDOT, “o—
O “o—n” LVIRHEEEIOZ LI B,
Z 2T, (i)assertion 1330k o (ZHN L Tt e ¢
DT, (11) ¢ & x1E. o ITBWTHAEIZIMNL L TV
LT EDHHESNTWD ERET DL, PSHDHW
Fo BT, [oAx](o)=2, I, O (oA
x) 1 HEE 7%, (13) D Lemmad. 3 0265, ~O ¢ A
Omx MWD =AY 725, 2L, 60—,
DIHENAELNTWD ET DL, OomarL, &
Bz, Oy =0x bENET 52 812725, Lo
L. ZHUL, xDEHESNTWD, L) Z &t
725720, van Rooij 2k b &, PAEIE, &M,
“o L x DM ERIHEE LCTEOHA, %0, &
R8T & EENEBUR TH D Z LRSI TV D
B, xR IND Z EEZRTHEDOTH S
72720, UERSUIRD G, Sothi & Ein  IERR
TiHZR0 B S b (14a)ld, (14b)&RifEE LT
>, it~ T, unconditional presupposition |34
Cuy,

(14)a. If Jane takes a bath, Bill will be annoyed
that there is no more hot water.
b. If Jane takes a bath, there will be no more
hot water. (Beaver, 1995)

Beaver(1995)DEHCE X, Texldo & ¢ 2394k
VLTS EBINIL TN EHE XD ENT
XHM, MNLLTWDLHFNLVIEETHD & &,
unconditional presupposition 2MEU 5, &9
ZLEThD,

PLED#ER D, van Rooij 1%, b BRRT 7
IV b =X, EEEDS x RS LR L
x| EEH LS OWI 2 IXEEES 5 CIE R, 3
FEEED)agent b T EEEMIRRHEEFFD O x
OK@@, %)y EWVWIHHDOTH Y, unconditional
presupposition 2ME U H72DIZIE, x 23 o IZBW
TTPORMESNTWDMERSH D, & LT,

4.2 FEIRTFEHH LRITERIE

DL Rz E 2T, BC (ZAET 2 IRk
# & unconditional presupposition D REHR % FHLTH
X9,

4.1 Tfti7=i8@ Y .vanRooij DO LB &, “¢
—¢ ., &V ¢ ERHRE LTROXUZ, ¢ & ¢
DHHAITHSI L, 2D, x DYUFZSURIZEB W T T
ARSI TODEA, x 2 {EE 41, unconditional
presupposition MR S5,

—J7, if p, q OERIERLT LIHETFHA D,
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p & aMEWTHMIEL TWDEAIZ, p+g (B LS
L ctptq) ZRHZIC, AT 5,

7>, unconditional presupposition & FE{KAF
PEAE, S & EEISEAITMSL L T D SUIRT
AR5, LWV HERERD, L L EVWDEH D,

% 9", unconditional presupposition D&, FR{k
DXIG L 72D 3 13, FEERFLRNZ TOFERH ¢ D GF
HIRAY72) AR & L COYSUIRICEA STV D,
ZAUTK LT, BC CHER S LD rid, Sefiffip &3
%q%mﬁkbfébé%@f%b\%ﬁﬁuﬁ®
VSR TR STV A, BlG, G LREE LA
Lo agent IZHAH SH T RWERTHH,DFED
BC Ti&, r TiFe<, r OHHE p, q 72T DR
W22 6T e LTHE LS T 5,

4. 1 Ei itz L 512, van Rooij (2007) (12X
I, x DEFERFZ BN T ORME S 4TV 2 SUIRDS
Hz2bh Twd Z & n,
presupposition NEILD 7O DKM THH T,

unconditional presupposition TILHIHE x 2% CG
DEFZTHDHDIZKL T, BC @ rl1d €6 OEHETIL
RN &AL, BC TRV Tk AR A r EL D72
DITIE, r DEHEL 2D p & a B’ FEERFHIZIWNT
Fht EREA LSO agent ICHILF SN TWD, OF
V. YHOFFER/CC IZTH 52 bILTWRIT
X7 5720 DA 9 I,

RO a TR BC a2k 5 p & qid, ¥
Al IRIZ ISV VC%@ﬁﬁ%éﬂTb DRI LD T
SNETE LT, BAGEICAHET % 4 DOSRMERBZ A
HZEIZLE D,

unconditional

4.3 BAREOEHRIR

HEED indicative conditionals (ZxNd 5 HA
FEDORMF O FEER AT D 5MRBUTIT. 1T
[T2B/ L /Teb) D 42O NRH 5,

BB AGETDRSGE 6] Ik b &, N IFAL
FH WHNDLEHFERTH Y, — AN SR & FH

R OFRBIRIBIR AR L, SRR HW D

i(waw®i9 . RIFEMIGR AR L, FH

DM KT IHAE TH D,

(15) a. FifEIR HIUL, 17<
b. ST UL, A TREFEEL LD

sP1- 87

THITH LT, 726 [T TSR E
WZHW B GRR, 1997) . (16a,b) DX D1, b oiX
BRMEINET E1E 2 - TV Ve ﬂ%ﬁbt
LA Z 2FEE EHNETHAICHEH SRS,
e~ T, FENTHFICIER LR 2 TS,

(16) a. FENKD-T26, FHEEITKTIEEWD
b INH S AZBIVZ D HATNDES S

£, T&) FHolXBUTD LS|
RN, FEKMFEERT

TR X

(17N a. FiZ/e D L, b
b. Il =T L, BLOoXNIT/2D
c. Mg A2 OaD E KRBT

ZLT, N/ 7=n/b) EI5E D FHSERF>O) 17
bl Thd, ZOE—OFHHIT, 18 DLz, (5
D TEl LENZT - 721300 ) O & e
WZHD B2 &) 12D ( [BRHAGESGE 6] -
p. 103),

(18)A:9 AlcA # U TIZAT AT
B: &7 7=MT< a6, FABITE 720

DL EE 2 T, BAGED BC 12 K OSMEH #E
BT LOPFILTHL I, £F, BCIZBWTIX
P8 & EHIORITEAFRIRD 2\, D78, nnFE
OGRS 2R T N/ &) I3RS
PN ENTHISND,

D MEAS FBITIE/ BN 5 (BT 5) /+18
< E/ENTNDe B (5L 72 5) HEJEIC
v—And b {L/*1a)

(20) FAR VI TIFIE/ T o 7o 6/%47< & /17<
(D) 2B}, WL R T U EH->TNS
{ & /*4a}

(19) 20) 7R d- ko, THE@y NI/ &) 1 EBC &
I L2 }:ﬁx/\ﬁ 25, /k M7= 51 1%(19)
DE KRB ERTIHEZRITIE, 20D X5
AT & EE O R DR E@M%i‘%a“ =5 1%
érmuézhiib\ LRI D, ZHUTK LT, 25

IEOFITHRMER ARTHZ LN TE D,
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PLEDD, 4 DOFEBRED S B, BC &I LS
HEMEFRBUT 1725 ) IRTRESND Z &0
Do TAUT. GAEEID if HICKE <D IFEOTS
ERELSHERY | BARFEOSFMNRIUAGIET HBC T
OB 2 EOFRIRFIR S, De &b
HAGED BC Z BT 2 S&fEdifmBlL, [RE0BST
G LFERZITI S 721G« SV iU, JEEEC
JRCTFORMES N TV DIERICIRESND, 59
ZEWTE D,

Z LT, FEHimEIZOWT S, (19) (20) B3R T L
T, FEEUNCAHINE I 5 KBhEIC B9 23R IRFIRAS
HO, ZInn, FEMEOREEM D Z LN TE
5, #&BhEE O Th/ X 1% discourse particle &I
s ko, HETHXORTIERO/EELET
Hrea2a L, QD) @nkoic, Tk 13HEE M
DIRWVEERTZT A A1 & ek U, Thag 13z,
A R OIE TR LIRSS Z LB TV
Do

(1) EAET, < B A DdbBE DMK L
T:

M4 BiE. B {d/*da) ]
(22) BRCHE S TN E DRFET -

(A EIE, WWRR T (x&L /7))

BE-T, (19) (20) 726, BC O EEidmiEIL, FFE7ST
WNED, YEEORF SR CTHERR SN TV D IEFRTH
HEBZDHIEWTED,

PL D A AGEDOSFMRELOBIEFER NS BC 2T
BT DRI, MR SUIRCRIR STV D A
WAL LTRD, EfiE, YUk cHfR ST
LEEDEUHERENEE L TR, EWnWH Lk
272 h, ZDO XD 7R3EESUIRAET D &, BCITr
Optr g EE I ARTED L H b DT/ D
DIEA DD,

5. HRR=EXimiE

el L7ekolz, BHRITRLIZQ) Q)& H 7
BC CTi%., r (" you may eat biscuits” /7 you may
drink beer”) BHIRIVICE 2 HILTWHOIT Tl
RN, ZOX D RBREICBWT, 1 &2 A
FERZ2 R U T —1E, N OEF, AlB, BC DI
BEHTOUDEEEZEZDBND, LL, if p, aD

D B3, SC DR G AL 5 Z & 2B,
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FDOH%IT BC DBAITIEITAEL D) r DEAS
AIREIZ T2 72D D] 5 DIHER 2 A 7 = R I
DFEE L TORITHIUE R B 720,
ZZTERLTEWOR, HofmaE 720
D 1 2L LTHONDHIE =BT b 5,
ARG =BT, —BEREN D EORHREARS
LicHEROFETH S, B, (22) O =E5aik
DR a Z8ME L7 (23) NIz H7=5,

(22) = EXimis

a. TXTOANMITSER R
b. Y7 77 AT (HiER)
c. YU T T AR (K
(23) B Ws = Beimik

b. Y7 7 AT (HiER)
c. YU T T AR (K

A —BeimiE CERS S ewE ((22) TliX a 19
NTOANEIFAY] ) 1, <common ground:CG>D
BWHEThDH, 2O END, A =BamiEx, &
S A DIA T O RAERRICIETET 5 (R
AR ZRHA LT TINLHEmTHD, EFD
ZEWTES,

BC ORI HAME —BemiE Il L 7 Heqm A
N=AREWD T ENRTE D, BlzIE, BEEO ()
1%, (8) DHEAZFFON, (24) D —BGmEDHH—RD
12— (24b) — &4 s L 7= B s = BLimik o (25¢)
TIX®) ITHELT Db ams &L D,

(24) a. MEDBNT= 6 (p) . (2EkEe  (RAiR)
b. (MERBNTUWND & X)) IMEEIZ B —L
BA->TWeb (@, BE— a8k (r)
(AT
c. MEDSB\NTZ B (p) |, B D B — /L 2 kT e
(r) Gk
(25) a. MEDBNTZ 6 (p) o (AIDkTe (i)
c. Mg VBN TZ 5 (p) . IEED B — /L & ke
(r) Gk

ZD X HIT, BC OfERRIE, QIR LT =Bk
DRITE b AW L7l = Bamikl @l L7z A
SAMZE - TEHIND Z ERHERI SIS,
L, (22)-(23) & (24)-(2B) 1Z2< T A D
= ALBEFODITTIERV, (23) DAWE = BeimiE
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TAME ST TR T-RiHE) [~ ~To AL
FEda ) (T EEAEEL S UGt 23 AT TR A i
Thd, ZHITXLT, 25) THEIEINZ TN
7= R [BREIZ E— LN A>TV 5D ] (q)
I3RS N AR B BB CIE R, BEE &
W& WNFETHETVEIRET D &, 4.3 T
i X DIz, FERE D q id, FEERHIRBW T,
FEEDM D70 (LEEEDE-STWD) F#RThH
Do

4. 3 TR L7e HAREDS4-2:81 & BC 3L ]
BEMENEDOL >R THLINLE V- TED
Wb T D5 Z LIFTERVN, el Eb, H

FEIZIBVN T, BC TR 2 ST, Ma% SR T
ARSI CW DR A, /- EE8IE, YUz
EENTWRN, BG5S (T2 0 5) EWE Z 2
FTEEZDH L BCOFKHITEFHEO MYy 7 &L
TOREZ A TWD Lo IZEPN S,

(3) D X 572 BC TlE, FEEDNAIZXDLEENBL
~E((etp)+Q DX ST r DR (L R HEED
p & q) DWIRINICEF IS, LW HEND
RAUX, pAIEYIZEREL, 2O YT
B 21EHE L Ca N BEAIND Z &L, D
THRREROTN TH D, q F47EOFEE R
D BHEER ST D& FTHU G SUIR/CD 12
AT LHHEEEZ DD, ZIUCE Y, FEEOML R
U (BB =B imiE DA N ST T) TE RS
IZH 52 b, HEGOS T ThI RS, 8) »
ANEHEIND, EBEZXDHZENTED, ((8)
SRS OPEE T 5 Te— Lz A TR &
WO ARRD =T U ABFFD, ZD=a7
¥ AL (25¢) DSAFEitnAE N TEE BT D H T
HHDIT LT, FEimEDGEE LA SRV
WTHDENIEROIFRILOA—HIZERT
DI EBZ D ENTEDHIEAD, )

L2rL, pBEaD hEy 7 & UTRIE SR
FAUL, a BEFTREREMAINT S, v o EEk
DOFNHELCRNZ LITEETH D,

e T, Gefhnd p 23432 UR CRFZE S AV TUNV D
MESPR, (pPYEUSFEO My 7 & UTEHRE
SNDEMEIMITHBEEFE 2D, EBEZLNDHAIC
BNT) | BC & SC DR A XHI4 2 72 HEK T

143 Tt X oz, NFE7=5/8) 2 BC &4bi
LW Z Lk, FOEEED 1 > ThHhDH EEZ B
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HD, EEZDLHIENTED Y
2.2 TfifL7= Francez (2015) 1%, BC OBEMPEDEL
RIFFERENCH D L FET D, ZAUTK LT, Ki
TlE, BHRMOERITHERE CTlIe <. FAHEICH
LT EEREETHHDOTHS,

6. F&&

ATl K&P A X A VOO T L 5K
L, BCOEWIL, @pNg—r H LT (cNp
Na)—r THDHZ L ERELL,

ZOHGHTE. BARGEOSRHERBLOSAITIEDNT,
BC ZTERT D4 EHIE, SR CRZR STV D
BEMAESFEO Ry 7 L LCGRE L., EHIX. 4%
SNRIZHT 7 AN SN HEEE A Ny 7 ~D =
AL RELTETRT D E WO RS2 LB %
5H0THY, FEEEONIZXDENLAE~E
((etp)+@ D LT r OFIR(E 2D EFRDp &
a) DRSS SN D, LW THEROWEILI
O THRZ 2O L LTHMT 52 LN TE D,
PE-> T, el p D3 M54 UIR/CC DEFR T L)
EI9ME. pBAREED Ry 7 L LTRESNL)
EOMIBLE 25, LB LNHRITBNT,
BC & SC OfffRAZXBIT HE-HERTHD, £F&
ZEGEH T LY TOURLT,
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