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Abstract: We briefly review several research approaches from a variety of disciplines that could
contribute to evolutionary linguistics. These disciplines include anthropology and archaeology,
animal behaviors, genetics, neuroscience, and computer simulation and behavioral experiments.
Apart from language, they also examine language users, nonhuman primates and other animals,
human cultures and brains. All these aspects could cast their influences on language evolution.
Together with a summary of recent contributions in these disciplines, we discuss how these
multidisciplinary approaches yield important insights on our comprehensive understanding of
language and its evolution.

Key words: Evolutionary linguistics, FOXP2, mirror neurons, neuroimaging, computer simulation

WAL EZ AN 015 ERE H 263-272 5 EEEHA S B SR ERS

Jﬁ“ﬁkﬂ:‘FEKQF*47?ﬁEHE

% l*> )r]JéZ, %ﬂ%%'ﬁ——;&gl

LEBRFE TR TS SIPME, 2 M K P I B F 2R iUk A2 83 5

BE: A AR QARG XHEACE 5 22 AT T otk v
v BRI R, R EUBURIAT A S

BT

LERFFT L. I8
Britigah, Ixeess

FHELHG: Azl
FHESEE F & 4IEAJ<

KRB ARG SO o BT IR L8 IR 2R A R] REXS T 35 W AN S U ] 22 453 222 R
LB, AEE RN TS RIS A T AR S S R T AR

KHEA:

1. 4

YER UGB T 2P D8R, i
= < (Evolutionary linguistics) £ J; T-#ff 5¢
NGB T b S anfr i AR 4 Fi
To[1-3] il L RvE iR s (L
[4-14]), BALIEF ¥ DB IS 5K
A IACEE I — AN B fE s [15,16]. %
JEB ARG SAAAE T AT, B S AL
(A N SERBATE ) FE S E (
i%%i%i%ﬂ%ﬂ) [17], BAHEEAE 5220
W PR, o3 ST 5 A S R AL AN
B F A ENLHI B .
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o MRMEAHS: (1) 5514 L
SUAEAETAIE[L9], I AE R 18 XA &
7 T BT AT PR 2 G S0 ke 5 30 5 ) A
BLHI[20]; (2) 175 Ab3AE D) & B kR
SEVE S ARERE 1]21,22], 3 S T IE (1)
EA) I AETE TR B A RE ) s AR T SR
[23,24]: (3) & AbFEfE Jyan T {r JLIE R e
DA L Q] STAS45 3 (P 5 4505 (4) 5 7
it (FEVE 5 SR A L. M A7 7E
THEF R4 R 2 HUE ARG S IR PR
J W) [25]; W HE € G . Mk Pk
(compositionality) 1 £ il 4 (regularity) 55 ) 1
B, AR RE R . RS, A
277 (BUNIL T IR EE rp 34575 5 i #8
[26]) CELEREF ) 2, (R4 F
I (AR NG DR 5 A8 R 4
FI AL AL A8 5 AT AU 1) I B [24])
HIBE R RTINS AREE N o X B RUNIE S
AT A ARAE AL AT T FE H 1) F15:[18,27], 1 HL
T EAR G Z VRO IS EL T 2 i s ke A
R F A B R E AR 3]

W IR L R R, T T AL AT L A
B 1R 5 S DAY AR Z R DTk Het)ih
Ui, BAIEF Y, UHREFREVI,
TR E RN . FERX AL A
BT B AGTE F ORI R, R
TN AT e BRI
WAL VAU RURIAT R 525G . KRN
Bl AT EZE AT TB, A4
FOEOFT R, IR Lt 455 B AT T S 1
TRVE T ML . AREER B AR G F
K TR AR oTEk, JFEE YRS
Hopt 2= BB B2 F AT B E . AT,
BAVA GEIRAF OIAE . A AT UL R0 E 5 &
HEAL AR [16]

2. WWIEE P RBEFERR
2.1 NRFEME L%

NZR2p M2 1y At 2 o il R
BT ERIE A o AR A R (1) AURRIY
NEATH, WHET, H AR A EpL
AR S5 I JOE K (2) AREFAT Al

TR SR I YE . X LR 5T
MR TTHIA T2 (1) 708 R4 TR K
SEIRTE, I LCBIAC NI K 4 N\ Tl (1 it 51 45
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¥, DRI B 77 AR ORI i A i 2 1
FELEIUESS ;s (2) 70 b2 i 2past, DASRAT XS
CL K2 NPT AT RE ) RN AL 34T A I B A
A,

BRI A B AT R, X AR
WU LA B BRAT T 2 T M N SR IR s AL AT
By NIIIRRE. WESAT A ILAAS AR
AT RO, B 5 e NS H IR PR
) fhn, BET e fikE N (SIRATMHE
Je R NATE AL R — AN K4 A 1R 2F
vitb A, Smith FIE 5087 T )8 2 4l%e A1
Az S [28]. 7R A B G RE Y, AR
SEF NI FURUA BT EARIL, T2 K AT
J A TH RN SR T R EL o 0 A T
G T AT RAS LA AT R S S KRS R A, SE A
(5 B 5 o AR R R e KA R S o it
FERW,  Je 28R N R o A2 A I T30
RN, IX R AR A (1)) L3 BA RN ARG 2248
A R R N I [AIRER, oA
A3 N R AN AL 2 2L T b AT eI
(o PR —ANEK TR LE X E S 5
JuAE .

WX NS T RS,
Schoenemann I ASKFIHIACANZL, K
i RS IR R AT P A A, B AAR ORI 25
() & 0T A FIVRE IR I X (An&oim) 25 1 1R AH
X I [29] o At A Ay R 25 o PR R X %
REAb s - PN MNP re 7 U
AR bR 97 X3 P RS) B A1) 5 3 28 XSl
AR P T Re AR ILRR RO T . TR -
K FE AL B [30], At — U &
PRAR B S 2 PRI G 03 380 T A3 R VE I
ek, XA R LA B REAT A R RS U
[31]

T I A O K 4 NP i 325 1 A 4 TR 4
f1, D’Errico 73 T i X L4 E I A K 4T
BERAR[32] o 1K HeH A B T — N EIRAG I
R — A BT AE AR R AT I
AEJTo XA TT AT T I8 X L4 25 1)
AP IE SRS AANIR SR 74T T ok H K
AR = 5 1 e 22 e A A vt DR
WIBURL R FF S AT R, R RIXEe s &
TETERRIN 1) J6 AR N B R AT 2 5 ] AR
(0 A S5 A A Y 1) JE 2248 N AR AT R e
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B 8 [X 9 [33]0 X b 2 B S5 T 38 5 H AR RN
SEARYR IFBL 1

bRt N2 A7 K 1EtaE4h, Coupé FiIH]
HOHT T BN JEVEE 1) Wallacea X387 6 17
AE T I T BOE [34] . SN, A G
PEUERAT IIX — DS b7 VR 0 13
T T KR 2 ] A 2 I A R
WIHEAT LIRS HFATAT » BER B /DS 90 24
HLTE TR o BRI it 4 B 6 /K B i 1%
] () T HRAEE S T LIRS, B — ANk
RIS R G fa T @l AN 5 A A A
AR, XPER RS2 R AT RER .
JSC D (1 55 25 TR 3 2 1 AR m) g
O & T —ANBITES MG AS I R
4.

NN A R W 155 A,
FEMETE SR, 2 — MR AR A 2,
INFIRIRE S R R RE TS R T T
SLAR R ARE S I MERIREAARAT N IR R ED
s RFIXLEAT A R 3 AT REAE 3R A ™ A1 F I
I PR G A AT IS AT b A Y ) T 2 AE
i o
2.2 PATA¥E

e 2E R 32 BT k2] it
FE RN A Sh P 76 AR = 1 B A RIAT
h SR IRAT FIA N AT Be AT AT A RN RN fE
JI[35]e — AN MHEERZ IR BESR AR
AW NS T SO, NSRRI
il = O P AE R ) B AR,
SRR . M2 RBHREFT ] 2 A 2
(1) WFFARITE, RIR KRy, WitEv.
R B, RBERRIZRR, KRifiE
NFBAE 5 B8 ) 151X L84 Fh b o] B (1) JsU 4R TE
X (2) WIRANFITE, WS E, kit
BNFE S AL AL P A R R 1) 5 TR
FERITOT IR =R (1) BrAhuEE, WTE
ANt Z RSO T X B AN AT R AT
W (2) BPANE S S S, BAE R AhEk sk
6 5 PO P AN B AR AT S50 (3)
ENRHE A, HHTRZ N3
PIIAS it o

IS =2C A DU EIYNIL /) 1B i (78 = P
LIMARYGE, BRI A HOR BAT B R
T A N F A OB S LB RE ) 2 A
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TN . B, Fitch 5k ] gk
X 53 515 F A RMBLEI 5 (IR 5k
AR AU PRI ERETE, ) A&/ (A
[F)REL S IR RIS A SR K . AHARL I BT
FERFE)[2]. B nT R T N EAT
Iz Al RS RN AR,
105 2 A 3 B e S Le b Ab ok ). A
AL AP AL R B AT ke[RRI T LU
%, Hurford 128 TIRZ W) (RLAE &, A
R KEINY) HEATMW . ENEIRITE F e
1 LR EETEA[36]. fil s R, RE2AE
NS AT SCIZRE ), RER NSy
PEROCR, WATALIETESRAR, HAT ] it Al
B F S, A T I LR
AR R A N RVE S R R

g B Ah BESE u % dE AT 1 B
(playback) 524, Zuberbihler Fl[F=H%%¢ T
K RARBT]. KA s K REM[38]. KK
KRR [39] AURFESE[40] B4 5289 R 4t
(LR Y PRI I ), JF R IR e R K
KM £ IR ZET KB E N
(preadaptation), WAL AHES) . HHEEATFIE
B XKW, fRdl () RS
s, AR/ AL T EE TR DAL NP A
T MeAh, R ZR, Gentner F[E] Sk
Dk JEF s X o3 g ppatcoss, Jerp—h R A
AVBN [lg5kg[41]. BREE IR T AKIE S
(B S5 8 o IX— A TURE T 38 VA £ 4 A2 1
R S5 142,43

WAk 3 & N 28 S Ak B B
Savage-Rumbaugh [ %5 %2 T fili 3R (1) 42
PR F AR 5 N R T35
(FIREJI[44). B X LLN Pt ny 7 A B,
EATRENS AR IKIs T T AR A5 A ARV .
T — e AT R, AR R AR X
SRR I E P R I T AR Z 4L 54T, s
R~ FEFRVER MKIKAS A S A sl P AR
(MEUZ T BrRAKEHN, Pepperberg Xf—4
n Alex I 4EM ARG BEAT T B2 WA 7T . 38
i, Alex 7] LA Pepperberg #3547 5 TE A »
REmS FRMAR AT A (B JAR AR ) AN
AR W, MATH IR A 055 [45] .
I TR T T A ) A AR AT X
TR T R R
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AT N F AR, AEASI R
IRZAEE X W8 AR5 TS 5 R
s ARk, FATHE G, S0
N KA B, HAH NKRE
PG AN QIS TE R (T S A, Rl
A AL IS R AT ) A R A, Il
SEELSEMRAE S KA, % e FT WL T
[ R T I A MR F4 [46] -

2.3 ER%E

R L DS 0% S T R AR A A o
DR S S T — AN A, BDJE DR 2
(A AR A REAN NSE R AT R) e 2RI
R (AT AR B A A A RE ) o 7RV AR
T, B . NI, Ak
X R 7 ANREEA R Y
(U BEPE FAT ) B T B H e AR R il
AL, IR0 W] LS B BATf i NS
E ST N RFEREER . RO B
AR RFEAR LR FKEER G AR EA RG]
5X[47].

I FEAORFEA N AN, R 22 T
FURI TIRZ T NG e A B 3 3 9
Wi, WS ERAAE A (WMS) I FCRE i
HE (DNS). i O ey 1) Nl A I 2
WHNTT TR, AN 6 LA A 2 = 3 R 4
e AR [48]. AR, R HAR NN RE
AR, R AR TR A R TR e ) A
R IR 32461 [49] 0 1X — K BLIEG7 Te3k A
FNREIANE T R IFIN . SEbs b, B
TR 7 T e IR SE A, ol B U Ak
AR, BANE R IAE T IE R
N AT 2 Tl A R 2 [l BT 5 R IA T
T W SR AR, i HLEA IR 6 X L i
TR T R AR R R ) PR B T [50].

FIFERE T RFEARLLE:, FEH#HEE K
T LA DR R ()RR, G ASPM A
MIPH. Dediu fil Ladd KB, XLbIEp 2%
A7 IR 5 P T T A A B AR
P IS B A 7R TE S I,
MIHEREA KT R B i il o 2 & X
S B TR ) 2 — B R S FE TR [51] 0 X = 2L A
h T SE ) SR B R 2 S BURNG K JZ A2
MR, BETTRE R 215 F0 A BT 35 I

&b
He o
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FE PR 2R 5T b 5 0 5 A AT DG ) B
B R R USR], KE S5 B 15 Bt
MR FOXP2 JE[H[52]. Vargha-Khadem
AR R, FIIES AR, HAE R
FOXP2 J [AI f# B 03 75 i A 5 AT
BB, TANREAE BT BRI S E, VAR
VAL BRI, DL AN BERS B VE VAR T
(PIFIWT[53]. B ASEAN, A HESIY), R
K MR 2, B A A R AR
FOXP2 A Enard Fifr) =i i x AR, R
KRFMG N W) FOXP2 &L T4
P, RILMNREKKFINE, FOXP2 24 HE1%
AN T 28 (NT 12 J54F) ARk
X T — AN SE PR (R AR 5 IR 35 £ [54] - 1
FBFENLD L B e i A B,
FOXP2 JERMIT- & — A il 53, Lot
IMBHER . S %K Jackendoff FI Pinker
WA AN FOXP2 JEDK R, & HsE
TSR AR TS eI IE RIHLRI[55] . filr
(15> TR AN R FOXP2 ZE R )T
FIERBIEZ R, IR T X A b
ALY A 2 B 2 P IERFIT R B,
NRAH) FOXP2 BEPR 3= 252 22 B i 5k
G AN EHESS U e e & S N~y N Y 9 i
A28 i 1) eSO 5 T AL RS 5 () HH IR
Jt ky FEEE[56]

SN, T8I 52 5 i ()R 1 ) KE
FWEREGY S W R D R A A 2R A
VB FIE 5 BEAS  RAEAE B AT A T I
FIAZNRE I LA, Watkins i1 r] 25 & B2 5%
Wi FR) KE SR 5 B 53 T 2 A 03K ) 2 30 Ay R
Feo g RN T — Ao m
(sequencing) fit )y FIRENG, HEREAG A 2 T2
5 G RIAEEF LI ) 2R [57].
A, X2 FOXP2 JER 70 R L, Bhdk
PRI A S5 0 S 88556 155 75 e 471 B P R 58] X il
FOXP2 FERIIWI TR A B, 25+ FOXP2
HE PR 2 3 B0 ORI o () PP 22 5 fl 2k 25w
P, BETT R Az 3)%: 2 5E I [59] - X LEHTilE
PR, MK KE KGR W 55 RE
H A E R TR BIEE Y R IR RS
ry, i HLH R 32 SR A £ DT R R FNK
JP 2 SRR o 3 AR E S
ReEAT IR AL it , AN FOXP2 JERE %



#F % BUESEEFRITERE

P T o TR R« KE ST R DA A8 5
(1) FOXP2 Ft Ay H BLVE 55 2 M A4 A
JE LSRR — MO B IR 5 R
Frk FOXP2 4b, BRI 2 TR R R R T 3L
HoA B BeAS L R LAt . H AR R R
A2 VAU BAEAE— AN B WL e (PG 5
FEER[60]. Al , AHELTHAWIT A, BESITH
IRMEMRS B A S AR 025, X SET
AR MERE 1 72 AL AR DG JE DA o N R IE DR RN
FAT R I O 2 M2, AN RERL W) HL 11
VA Ry A B BE R sl I PR 47 5 — 2 A g
JIMIRER o B WA FBh I DR m LA Sk A
AT DA R 175 5 B8 1T S U
BATHE WAL LA LA [F 2 B A A K |
EAE A RIE R, A RESELF (1) T fif 5 18 A
T AT AR .
2.4 WiflE
BRECDRIAN, NS Moo 2 [m] g s o N2
FTAHRAE TP 2 e mt . T BB AN A figi X
TSN FRTES), WRHAIE TS 7RI
5598 T A B RE ) B LA SR A B
i Bk 2B 0 ) — AN R R IR A M
WG AN ZE 0 XSGR T M A T -
&I, R FMInEwmshfE, 8y
EF B AT BN RS AT R R
I AR [61]. PRUESEIG R, X Lephss
JG AT DA Bk 7 B AN VE I I [62] A H 1
[631, i FL i A 545 DX AR o] BB A7 AE AL
PR TG[64] IXEE R RO T — N NRBG Al
LRGN 1[65,66]. LU A RN 1 5 K
MBI B [67], JFSCHF T F Pl Js it
(i8S [65,68]. (HIE, FHAIHR
T LB EE, Bl Hickok A BRI T
JUREEN. T —ANalifty . B R U &
KA, BCEUCEE T — S B AR
1B 3)- IR RGP e PR B2 [69], Heyes
AN BG4 0 A SR 22 ) (R =
AN EXSAT A BEAA RIS N =) [70] - X4 BE
BTG, AT EE Z ORI R HXE
SEAAEEAH. RN, FRATEEE D
FUVE T 0T H AR R 0 DR o 4 S L 25 D g
BT EU[71,72].
DA AR B AR T — AW N KAT
IRGET A o XL AR AT IS AN 2 B,
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A R] DL SR I AR 1 S AR5 T
LRI WIS EARCHT ZNH: (1)
fixi L (EEG, electroencephalography), ifid
BT Sk B AR SR AE B A B S5
R N TR B PRI R B G, S A 3K 48 5 W )
IS, DN LA R b ks s (2) T
At ¥ W5 JL 4&  (FMRI, function Magnetic
Resonance Imaging), 183 Wi by fixi (X f e
115 8)) 3 BUR) A AR AR E 7 57 L
5 A KN RE T R X

FR k36 S 2 (violation)”s25 i+, BIEL
B E S B TR A T SRR RN
A AP E s N, i Rt 7 R I T IR 2
5518 X AERR S A ER AT O () F AT
/7 (ERPs, event-related potentials)[73]. X4k
WA B TR CA ME S 228w, 28
P RS DTk . B, FEEE AT, W
HE AR E AT i 45 & A2 — AN R)ik i) i
[74,75], T iff o A 32 1 v i 4 A 3m] 1 54T 1]
DA 7E J iRl s HA ) . - — BT
BEEHER—BUA—ZmE A (4 “John’s
brothers like themselves/*himself.”) F{ ik
—HUA—EUEIH) (l“John’s brothers like
Bill and themselves/*Bill and himself.”), Harris
R[] A i o, ] A i A ) 1 IR
SNSRI E] T P600 (AE MR B & B
Joi 600 ZEFb AT, FUfiw e B — M E 1) o
PEHAT), TR G RR AR B F - IR R S IV I
WIE T P300 (fE#AE B R B4R 5 300
S A, o E AN IE ) SR
R)[76]. XUELE IR BIAA T Ak E AT 2
—ANAJERAN IR, T AL AL E )R] BB M
T AT R IE FH B RUR A2

I LR AT N IR S Y., Dhifig
IR ORI, NI AT &R X
T B J2 A A AR DX sl 0] 1 35 Ab 3
PR I[77][78]. HABHTIT M K I,
— G FUR A Ry L AR ERE X (AR
BRXME X)) W or — Lk 5N
3, WALBEEE AR [79] K P U AR RN T )
[68], wtAb, &AL LA S oAb A Rk
T 1S3 (M AR TE 0 B () A 4 A,
HHEA[80].

IR ERIFTEIX 3 T AR S B 1 1 5 b B
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TN, R R IRATE B % e N 2T R
KB T SAREFIE SO . T BT R,
JUE LN X A ST F ), IS
5 HARINEAT h—FE R — N Re, 7
2 X L R B R, i ELS S i Xt T §E £ B
HoAb g S W 2y s e — %" F I
A5 LB DX PR ORI, 5 ik FRAT 1 EE T 18
HH- 20 PUAH 27 (1 72 4

2.5 THEHBAIAT R L L

BTE 5 T S UBAD R YR T A
TR NURL Y B AT 2 A
HURE 238 AR DG B BE [81], T FLAqul 45 IR
AT A A2 0] TR Gl 15 BB T8 1) SIE [82] «
VB T 22 P RIAT A SRR 1T B AR S
5 5B AN, XS s EAF A S — SR
FOO T S AR FH AR AS IR R GE 2
i = 1) [83,84] RV i A 5 I N B AL
B IR, BT BT O S AR
TR IR AR A TR

S SHL BT N T R 2%
(artificial neural networks, ANN) SKHHLE =
SIFFARBE o 3X AN G2 ST ML RS
e ST E WS SN AR Y 1) & 8
7E ANN 1, fRETT Sl Z A 2L TN 2T
M AL ERR N, IR A B Rk 2
AL JEA P E AT R A 2 A T A
B 5 AR DGR B XAt 7 2 % He &
XEORCE RN IR, RIS R i
HEo EUZE, 4 )4 H - TR ) A e
ITEORS, HEAERE S AL M 25, AR &
AL 3% 5 (back-propagation algorithm) X
AL FAT PRE, DA 45 (1 4 gk —
SRR TR o X R FEAE Y2 AN W
HEEUZE SR S ANN BRI,

BT IR RN T4, R
HE W% (simple recurrent network, SRN),
Reali I Christiansen iFWi[85], ZiitfH A,
N &5 ) - v )] 18] B B2 i (transitive
probability), & LA ¥ B il {5147 v @ [86,87],
RIS A WA BRR A, 40 “The little boy
who is; crying is; hurt.” (is; & MBI, T s,
S EAJIA), AR REE A, EEAEEAN B A
BEf)HE, B “Is;the little boy who is; crying
hurt?” (EPEE A B 20 s, mAZ A
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s —A B, By EAENA) ). AR
e W], SRN i A] ARl 4402 2%
(WiE ik, 38— a—s—% 01 1)
WILKR, WMEERMN. SHZIZXANA
(P2 b i) =1 — 3055 [88-91] . T ATIX L3
s (1) W55 155 SLAn R AL (1 2% 2 AT A
DX (2) AN R EE A U 11 385 ad AL ) 4B T LA
FRfBRAE 5 2143[92]; (3) FET it Ftn
£ JEL 1R 387 ak 27 > WL AT DA AT BRI 5 A Rk
R RS I S R1R[93-95] I AN e 3K
T = 7% (the poverty of the stimulus,
BITE 5 2 ) gt S T T VA I . KRR
BRI, DA A 2% 20 38 DA N 0 S R R — B0
ANGERE, AR DI S AFE BRI )
X — B — N A . ) HL[96-98]
) [92] . Sl IFFT IR L, TRLEFF &
Aab 3 R F Rl 27 ) LA 5 T S e 7
Sy 10 A3 FEAE B IRy 1 [99]

JALBL AT LRGN Z MR RS
(multi-agent system[100]), K#i& =1 1 & Fidt
N TAR . XA PR AT — LT (1) 5 AT
AL AE TR AL B TE FA0RE . AR T LGS Bk
AL G EE B E S A, TSR E
R 5 5 R s N T & M4 £oR,
ArTmT 5 B AR SRR TE ORI ER A E A o i sk
HEE AL AMA Gy, X BBRLIL AT 5N
o —CIR 2, BRI T 5 A 11
o

A o 22 AN AR R RN 5 (VR S R,
Steels BEAT T — R FIC T8 5 AL (5
PSR, RS — AN S
Wixk (language game[101]). 3% &6y xkH sk 4>
PR Al AR 5 R B A R (B T
TEASTEAEE) RSeAT T AR TR,
MRS T L BN IhRE, RSP REH
FHIN RS SRR PRk S5 0 o FRSERLTIA B R T
B DI E AR TE SR . XL
UE T BT ARSI T S A RNE[102] . Bt
AN TR S A R U N Ak 4 5
(recruit) AN N ThRE R IR 45 TF 5 A2 U 52
J T o

B L IRIE SRR SR AN, Kirby i
FHE Y (iterated learning, i IS EL5
NHIAT Rk 3], MR Ee4T g A B Al H A
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FERTT 2RI R T N EEWIE TS
b, B R (compositionality, 2 443
I (1) R SR T AR AR (1) o3 1) R SRR X
B LA 7 3), ot Y[103]. fEEE )
B, AMERERE S, AR —
R E S . BNME R B
cPOECHT I AMA, IR EER IS AR, &
AR AT — L8222 R RS AT — LeiEE A
WAL, H AR E AR S — 2
Bl FERI, B —NAMEE
A5 5 RYokRE R, A IR N T—
NG ARG S . MR e it
(R E—E S A g NN, Jom i 2
2 2 e X EE] T A G S A,
R P X e AR O 1 =5 5 X Ak et s
AR MRS S . IR E R, K
LT AN FARAMERR] 75 5 45 . AERIE,
AR I RE () S0 AR AE IO 1E di
(transmission bottleneck, ElI2%>] & ANGE M #L
FZ P R B S G ) i X
AN LB F A IR R A28 (4K
PEAR A AL P, RIVF — 3] VAN 20 5 3]
(1) R 0] > IR 7 TR SR WX A A% Hin i 3
[104]: Het)ihud, ERAERM) Wi T4
BCPEFTR T OL S, SCAHAL 3R B AL S i S5t
LS M SETE S L. RIS
SR T SCAAL R TE S EAER . Sk
REAUAT I — P T A RE &I AL #f
X T T R AR A I I [105]

BT XA EE B, Kirby A FHk
Wit T 8647 4 9286 [83]: Al 11k — ef AJsHh
WA — AN N5 2] LS 5 4L
ARG 5 RS IWHHAIE I PR ERS,
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