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A Review of the Meta-Analysis in Library and Information Science
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ABSTRACT

Meta-analysis refers to the analysis of analysis. It is the statistical analysis of a large collection
of analysis results from individual studies for the purpose of summarizing, integrating and
interpreting the inconsistent findings. However, no meta-analysis study has been conducted
in Library and Information Science in Korea. This Study introduced the charactersistics, basic
principles, analysis procesure, and major models of meta-analysis, reviewed meta-analysis
studies in Library and Information Science, and discussed major problems in conducting
meta-analysis in Library and Information Science especially in Korea.
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HEREA] (Meta- Analysis) 1+ “#4o o
$F ¥4 (analysis of analysis) o] 9u)g, &
4 AFEA g 5P fE AP
T YAE1A] R AAHES sl FES
Wel7) 18] i) e ENAHES 54
o2 st BAIHCE FES UEle WY
ojth, AFHOE AR3|HeHEolo A A1 A

YHE Tt 299y et T8y
e A7 2Rl BRe) AT A
FAFE MEF oz NPy, A+EHE F
HHow Grisly Ay, ATAES ME
Ao gskE o] A7) el At
A YASHAY AR|FA] G A7AAE A
BE T Ue TEAS WelA Xk Aot
(Wolf 1986). WlEHEA 2 o8] 75 A+
ZAFvlolEE HolHZ 7Hrste] EAHoR
AR EN Ko} AAH0 2 AFLANES
St A28 UE 5

e oAl EAUde] HE shue) o
TollA #FE IE7] Fie] Aot M7t
o AadAY 2718 &3] (Effect Size)
2 vehdth a337(ES) & E43le A=
T 157 Aol Ueplie dut g, M7
TAE YellE 1, 7 0 ojghaszie) #A)
£ Uehlie 4] 52 gkt Azl
e NgHes #3d anar)e) 3o
g AolA FYstH, AR oE HEg ¥
2 F ok

Zeu vleHEA S A8 " A 4
< 23" A7l A £357) 9

F& 2342 94 B H937) %

Ho o rir

fo Mo mlt
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AHE Ao 2HFHA X A7 A=)
AH, A AFAM ARE-EE e A9
U X, ST} 722 g2y, 2T
ol FEE FY3A 7] Wiel AHAAN=E
F¥HE W 97EHE BAFE AEAE)
Aol tigt viAE A 7= ATHWolf 1986).
et =719 24 AFE dol Bl
o] Ao vtE =0l &3 W3k (bias)
58 A A7 AT BHYE FH
A Bge] S0 BlRlEA, HEdA 72
(range) o} AIgH Wfio] A7)= Hat 55 A
Ast7l 9w Eo] d7E A Hunter and
Schmidt 1990, 2004).

HleEREA 0] 1976'd Glassell 2J3] 202 4
71E ©1%, Hedges and Olkin(1985), Rosenthal
(1984, 1991), Hunter, Schmidt and Jackson
(1982), Hunter and Schmidt{2000, 2004) &
o] FHOE WEREA Y the A+e FESIA
t}. Field(2001) o €314, 1981-2000% Alol
2,2009 o]}e] vleREAdl #g At 29
Pgon, o] 314009 L 19954 o]F &
TEAL, 200003 g 3 F<He 40099 oY
o] =AU

Iy FRG RSOk A o] &2 ul$- A
gz o g o]F At Hjorland(2002) = SCI
oAA HERE-Ao Fal HAR F3 5000713
Slel A AAE 11,0007 & F3HES 999
AT ©A 51H0lleH, o] F 1871 9§}
TAF #E Sexo dxd Aoy, JHE
9] 30 S&R|E LER JASISTY, Journal of
Documentation, Information Processing and
Managementoll= 18 E FEHA] £33 Q)

¢ AFH
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NDSLeIA meta-analysisghi= Tz A9

o $Hshe =8-S AN 11,106710] 24
HA7 0% BRYNE U2 ADe 87
o] A4S Av Brieke FARRIA )
EHEAlo] bt ABHOE AEEER) & 4

ATH2007.3169 EA). 130} 378 FaAH
StollA] HlEREA S} AMgo] halalz] gFe-g %)
23 AAATHIASISTS] Letter to the Editor)
olth(White 2002, Hjerland 2002, Hijgrland
2005). 2008.1.184 #4348 Azt A4 11,1067
129307102 oF 1,800 7o) Z7ketg o)
TP E oM = &3] 870) HAAEY
o} = A E ROk A mERL Ao et
e ANRAL HA G JgD

& A7 EAE S T3 RsT o
EREAATE aUlE] 18 Aotk WEeREA
o dEjot Yy BARd S Afsty, &
ARG A LA W ATE 73go g
M Folo] HEREAATE 533
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TUHEGEOpNAM HEHEA Ao Ad 77 47

A e, S WEREAATE Y] s
HFAEC] Frofafor & HES FAUIA +4
k. AgPdts ARE B,
A4, 0|27 a3A719] Mol & o]
A FEA

2 dAFoMe FHPETAM ] HERE
of A%k A5 Z43}7] 918t meta-analysis
= 7195 ©Mo2 EBSCOhost @] Library,
Information Science & Technology Abstracts
DBollA Basic8¥ 2.2 6671, DIALOGY] Li-
brary Literature & Information Science®ll A
Basic¥Ql ©21 02 177, NDSLoIA Library
and Information Science® FA|E A g3le] §
29 FdS AT

F3AE3 DB ik o} #efoke] DB
TH % ZAFsE7] 98] DIALOGY A ERICH
Social SciSearch(SSCI) ¢4 meta-analysis7}
Aol 2838 S meta-analysis7} library

L} information®l2he 71959 22 Foo &

(E 1) MHATTALO| AFRE DB EHM Qof

SEa | DB g2 ANAs
ERSCORost library, information science & technology meta-analysis 66
abstracts
DIALOG Library Lit.. & Info. Science meta(w)analysis 17
NDSL . Library & info. Science meta-analysis 8
ERIC meta()analysis(f) '
DIALOG (information OR library) AND 181

Social SciSearch(SSCI)

meta()analysis/ti

ScienceDirect

(ti, ab, kw: meta-analysis) AND (jtitle:

information OR library) 3

1) =Slield degdd 33 d7s FHEAD MEER Aa02E 1424, FEAAAERS 1357,
DBPIAYIM & 257, KISTIAAN = 64700 A Ao, FARRI A A1 AT HAR} 1999.6)
olelwo]x Hu FA Hrte] ks, THRBYFIA, 16(1): 157-174). 2 o] =8 wERA o
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Hpzke) BA|, A F) el
Aol 27hEAo Y, #FL

= el e B V1R A
< dukEd FAEY
%ﬂ e ARA B A

ol & %:ﬁ—v——ﬂx}(Pooled SD)E o] 4
Z3}+= Hedges-Olkin 32]0] 713 @o] A&
Hu}, B EFER S AN @I T

U FAR A AAG A1=EE0] AL
ol MeF2S AR EJ—EU] 2 W3l
o3 TU FAR AIZES AR &2 f¢)

2) Saxton(2006) ¢l 2olste EAA M A 22 veti
o] AAE ¢ 19969 Salang(1996) A 72 HystT 9o} ol B A

HE7ke) A Vel A2 Pear-
son®] ABAS rolu, Pearson® r& Fisher®]
Z2 833 zro] AMEHL o]dE 31T o
4 e R PR oY, 2HEHE
A FEDEA, 2848, 22 AHE A2
FE 2R AEshe A= BaEe] o
(2AAH2002) ¥-=, Lipsey and Wilson(2001)
9] (table B10y 1),

2Pl AR A7e] H ZHAVE AL
o 4 EA37NE AL de= W Q7
A AMEE R F7)E THERE ARSStY
AT 7H] REAV HEUA 2E A
FRAIFHFEHT).

39A: BFEFHIN Y K AT
# ZAROZE FEE F AUt AlFFZoIG Z
#e AEsled 298 Haagar)e 28
Q3N SE) = HEREE R we} Aol
TRFIEH 3 #2). ZAAL Haadav|E
HFa34A719) BFeAE U 2342 244
St 95% PR " AT+ 1.96 *
FLAE AEHM, 7Rl AZ(0)7F 23
Hol Jod EFHAVIE e = A=
dsi

4HA: ol AL AN At TR0
2= 7ol sl Aely) whizel A &3
3719 §243 ARE TPt 84 Aele
& A8 ATE o84 JeTS HuAY SHT
€ 9§13 DBEAA HYHR ¢

fH ol BHPENATGeA Y THPLE UF HIo] ol DB M Al FE Aoz B

+
3) ES= t 422 20 ES = o/FN =
Ny

Fn, +n,



Qo] AREEH, Q#E Q=Su,(d,—d)* =
Yilw,d) = 3w, d)/ Vw2 ANEY &
#2718 TR AREAF Qe VEEY =
dal7] whiFol AT k-19) x 3o 2 AR
Ao Q7o ¥ -1 9 YANEY #ow F
AHolgk= AFIME 77sk=d dna
ol HA7lE FAAQ Ao e

ST T2 08 Adyy B2 =
E3HY QO] (k-1 9] AAEG AM &
FA77F o]A A AL R AotEd AYE T
24, 14aHRY, Egagnd F she
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(subject) & AA3k=d W71 B4 (subject-
level) o] 4143 At ¥ vopzt A7E ’dxé
k=t A1 At (study-level) o] F-
7H] ZAgt wEA A1 d3E @Q
Tl AlgeA] B FAH o 8 228 4 g
OE S 2t dYasrdes I8
BoAtelg #4849 Hedges-Olkin ")
of, W7k AAE FAE A9l Hedges-
Olkin Hunter-SchmidtPJ Edo] @o] AL
53 JTH3A 23). Hedges-Olkin 2@ol| A
= JJ-’“Q ST IEHE A HFEada
719} A F7RE A4Edd 22 Hunter-
Schmidt 292 HleREA9) tiate] g e
A7e] AA A= 013 0)7] YR TARY
< A%ty By dgrdnt AA)eknt

SEELEE SR [SERY

Aol #E IF 49

3t 21 21 (moderators) il
A 71T 7Pl . 3=17)9)
AR/ HAlE FAPHElo] WEHo)d
FAHEA(ANOVA), A&3o|d Aoz
AT A E A7 EAE(EA
He) AT E o] AU HEAE
ARTE EAE 2po) 7t %ﬂﬁh 7hH 7\9‘%94

P AYEIANE FHN S, )
Weg YManEe 2490

tral tendency) % 7FAA(Variability), <=
diction) & =93t ARREE, SAASE
< AFFeE JpAAE a¥a7)7ke] oA
A ARO R A& ZAHelE-A o7 =oF
HJohnson, Mullen and Salas 1995).

;
o
7

3. FHA A metLy AT
169 EAD1 HU Wt R

ofk
9
Q

Ao A7 Hatol= Hegdes-
Olkin 4o}, ¥==71e] ~J33aAl = Hegdes-Olkin
293 Rosenthal 24, Hunter-Schmidt
Hanrdoe] 7P gol AHEEI gith



A7 2ol & weREA et 7P Bol A

+ Hedges-Olkin®] o7t Ha8lw &3
A7129 (Hedges and Olkin 1985) A F 1
70 Hzateld) A& 397 g2 B
gk WA Q79 EAA7(g) & F AT
o] PFAolE FHETAHNs,)E Y @S
E ARtel, 2257} AE de 233270
AARES ZA AEHE ARE Jepl 7]

o HRA/NE IFAZ AR} 2
A, w7 AFolNe) JwEolt 3
FaAHI79) FIE} AT HEE7)9)
3 L3 AFLAHSE )EsE = 1w,
2 AN
QAF Ad &5=A7|71 o]2AQ Ao7
atd of AM-E 4 & Hedges-Olkin #
QEFRFNME A7) Ao B AP
AH(subject) & AH=HA A7)E BRS
Zpol) 71918 AT Wo) B Vo AT b
ARV, S st AH VR E $HHEY
(vj=v+v,). BFE AAs=E AQ AR
Ve TREARN A $4AYE
A% QE A3 v, = UL 2 Anem
ol Cae o= su- 2 oy 7} AN
B A Aol W 7y EARA A
9 Vol V,& tated A2 S o) 3 2"
th & V,3e BE V9l 378l AR o)
HE ARG M2 W oo sl T1E
A w e, FFAHINT), SE, B%

AZFE T Al
TAREE A HEHEA Y] THsAdE A
#A AAE Trahan(1990) 8 A7 =AH
TEAH|2A FAFH 71t QY E 719
T ARP/A2E S Y S dFES U
2 WeHEAE A=t 1867-1989' Atol
E 7 7 AR H8E AdE, 3
A QA7 ugo thsh H kst B
2 ZL FAARF e FF 25709
ATE e E Ao 7+ 2ol Glass®] &
3 2712 HEIYh AR 257 IFE
Fes JgEE 87, AR 10, BlE-E
778 QFE dCE BAEU 18y s
B7HEEAA JZE Aol ol B 870 &
TFolA SR AGES Aol AHAVIE W
g5, A e AgE 29U oY
o TR tARS FIFoEH dAg
oju| 9] wWleREA2 oh3ith
Wantland et. al(2004) 3 Koufogiannakia
and Wiebe(2006) 2] &+ Hedges-Olkin &
d-g A3 Aoltk Wantland et. al(2004)
< 97kt A A7 |9re) X 5o H HE
7h AN S 45 e AREY Sk
A)29] Wl vAE G vlag I7E o
Aoz WEREA ST 1996-2003'd Afe] ¥
e TS e F uAE BF UE 3
Y A7 229E MAee] Hedgesd] dE F J
7] HgAtole] A8 EHAVIE AHES)
¥ FANE H2ESY 47)4le] s}
o ZHQl Ao A2 o 23]
2 o)FAE Bt AA &337)71 0)dF
W AgEaARd 7HgARY &
FERRY F UE Z4E Agsloksit o]

:
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Koufogiannakis and Wiebe(2006)-2 th&}
oAl R (literacy) 7142 712X E &
WS B A8AT 1227) = 423 £A4
HlolE7t QlE 167 A7-5 thAto 2 o el
Ak 16709] ATl vinE ARES) &
< FTUA 97 Wil Y A7E 34 1
(853 A4 no instrution ¥
7hel Aok A5 W AFE R
(CAD < ¥ g 878 A, A54(SDIL) W
# no instrutionE W W3 47 A1) 02 Y
o} WlEREAEIA 7} A= E#=7)(cohen
ol d), o|2A HXE(Q), % AFF7ro 7
AT Al B4 EF 54 olx) ¥= A
O YA AT 7] FAAEAR] 1E g
WHEARLDZ F7} £}

o o .

;

3.2 Wk HTAA] et A7

3.2.1 Hedges-Olkin &5}-777125(1985) AM-

FBATE AREEt] M7ke) A4S ve
#2493} Hedges-Olkin 292 Fet7ke) x}o)
g AT AM-E WS 1RA 0= bk
sttt TR AralA Wazke) ARAAE
ERfi= Pearson®] r& Fisher®) Z2(Zr,) W
ated mEsptt HHaAA/)(Zr) o Hit
a#RAre BFELAHSE,), N1, 7%
TR QEE Atehs AL Jzhe) H
TFHLAMY} FLE, Wi W, =n,—322
ge] ARt QAR E FEAC] 717 =AY
B AGRIAAME A7 B (subject) M
(vy) ol 77K study) K vy, ©] FAIME
)& U181 WS £A% F P

THHEGEONM wEHEY dytol B3 1F 51

S} 2| TS T AREET) AT(Study) 83
Pe P =2l g A a2
7} sl Atk JHAE AZE FA3
Ankem(2006)-& 1993-2003'd  Medline
CINAHL DBellM 7AME d#ixEe) JRQ
Fol JEE PAE 298 A7E Y A7
11070 & 2+ HEE AME3taL SAb olet
AFd =7 1275 A3y Hedges-Olkin
IREdz deRMsiath 18 SPEe
GAYA, A ARG D)
7 A ET AAES BE AolA AE QA
off Jakg 73R 2

G A2= HUE] v

o A7l A A=At JH7) AellA HAEA
Aol AHH 1, F, t, 2°2 Rosenthal(1991) ]
rHg S ARl 12 M $ O Zr2
W3S9, NSD(no sigificant difference) 2
T 3718 ArE el tiEiM e 1 0(RE)
2 AT QElZECA Lol o]F o
2 Yoy dgaand 2 )25 o
2 FAZHo] & f71x] 7P o)Al AR
g sy AAs Wi WEE ARET
o] AL B3l AHS] AF7F AL H o} F 7Y
F I ARt HEEA | ARE I 40
e Zh2kat AH QT IAIE B 13 AlE
T7reZ AN Qith

King and He(2006) & 71€48 549 (Tech-
nology Acceptence Model) & 73 88 <]
AFE WYL E 3WF(Lol, FE4, AR
o3} 7+e] A A#AIE Hedges-Olkin®] &g
E 9dr, 2%, QAR AE TR delE
At QAR A3 a9 ojdFeR
vehd, o] &3 3 A8 e FAWTE

Aol TREARAE Fasn:
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3.2.2 Rosenthal 2%(1984, 2001)
Rosenthal Hedges-Olkin# ¢ w]<:3}

N7 AATAE el s BAJuh
AR 2774 wge] th2H, Hedges-
Okkin 293= 92 73340 Aekety
Atk

o] o= HA s ATl /‘F%

FATAZF FAE(P) 3 AFE(d)E 2

Qksted 773} Pearson r= WHEHE 3 12 THA

Z1% W3S, HERAII)= 7- LI(ZL—%,

15 FETA7)E Hedges-Olkin ol

o ol zi- ZurZ) g gt ANE ¥

dEHA7] Zr 2 1gh0 2 T Wdlsle] By

3437]‘2 UERAT) o] RHoA Ha-feol4

& Stoutfers) 34 2= 22 8 1553+

e 7 = 22 g gelel ZgRck 3)

3718 AL 9= 5~ 3)( 2z~ 7)) = AHE

dh, Foee] FAEL 9=x(z-22 2 ALt

gk,

THGHS N U HEREAS 973 Saxton
1997)2 ERIC3 LISASIA ZyEAWE 710 3
& =S B3 A 19749 9t F 7

= (Scale) & AHE3lY] argAle] AT

A2 SAS A7 742 o E g

TGt 77004 ALEE 16270 SRR 2

B olde] a7l AR W= 1070 B

t}. 270¢] S¥¥S= Pearson r3} Spearman

12 FEHFSY] A7 ATEHN] PR

Pearson r& AME3 107§9] wWel Wxz

Spearman r& AHE-E 27]9) WSS ST}l

Z 12709 =guclel oisl dlelAsisich 7

] AroA AR SHESE S8 12

He SYHTF7E AFHA7] ol 117) HE

—

[ rlo

o
‘ﬁﬁ

{ S&
ol
2

-

£ o3 WeREA A= 2708 A7
AREIRI 1) A O3 HERRA A
2H 47 A7 AREH AT AT Fisher
o] ZrE W=y, &5}719) Halel tigk F
A AR N SHAFe FEAe A%
Tof T3 AAASTE eEREA S 1270¢] 4
T 1) Mg de A7 FHACE £
AU AT FaEAR] FEEst
o] AAE FA% 279 AFE olFFHoIL
L 2719] AT-E tAdeZ EAE Ajelr] w)
ol T o9 #A0] FYHA FUTE HeE
FABEA W 2742 Stoufferd] 3F2°]
AHEEI AT

Chen and Rada(1996) ¢} i+
2E(hypertext) A1 268 &84
o]-&2te] QA 2E}Y 0] H|X]=
2378 AR+ ZEAAE WE2E, Chen and
Yu(2000) & AlZHAR1 B S| o] SA|AE O] |
A0l EF(FEY) o o8 IR FH
olm X JEE ATE 6719 ATFAIE ol
Ao Z WM FogE 29 3
< Stouffer®] (S 2 , K& =89 &
Zre] Hagte Ferere sz 2 AgaR
Chen and Rada(1996)2 33 2449 2
gk B 737 92 Chen and Yu(2000)<
AR AR Basa ik

Mahmood, Hall and Swanberg(2001) 2]
AT ITAR FEE vXE 8218 7
577H ATE UL E HEREAEIT: 1T

g2 7AE 890 1UVIE ¥,
7H7H rEE G7H(ZA 9 A7]) oA 2670 (F
4 9] dFEe] EAHA Saxton(1997) 3,
Chen and Rada(1996), Chen and Yu(2000) 2]

S SEL
o)




Aolx e 2] KAGE ZHTY) Bad Zr
o) Htaks ikl 25 Stouffer?) F4)o)
AREEATE FEAAA A 117] BA4elA

BF ga3/)s 48 Ao Busigr

3.2.3 Hunter-Schmidt 5 &7}zl

Hunter and Schmidt(2000, 2004)& =E}
4 o] He BE A7 A4 a3437)
T °|2F0]7] YEl 1HRHL AAHole}l
o] £ggsirty By Ay adrd vt A A}
Aok 53] ARS8t ool A skl A
AHE AFE A7l Aldtsty F23p7)H
© F274 FEZ ds] diie] Ade] o
AAsithy Gt @AAA dHelge o)
A ZAG 3718 ZrentaE B st
(Osburn and Callender 1992).

o] Tdlo)M+= Hedges-Olkin 7= &

Y rE ZrE HISA Gtk rE Z2r2 8}
= Ao] S A8 tishirle Zro] |
S ) 7H2A 71k Silver and Dunlop 1987),
AHEFS A2 H Hunter and Schumidt

1990), HEE m) 7)== FHAALS W <l
A71e A2 719 FU ST Strube 1983,
Field 2001,2005) ¢ o]&°] Slth o] &
A7 7o) AR (ry) & AL FABE ®E
Haks BEIMSHBFREAG 67NN BEL

AR (02 ) S W A AFIoE A

2 2 2 Zn, (r, =7)°

4) &, = o, — 0, 0] = o

THABGE oA HEHEA Gl @8 2F 53

(1-7)?

2
P T n. v Ve

1

5) Credibility Interval: T + 196 /&%

2
Confidence Interval: T + 1,96 £

k

k

In,

thd) J2ER §F3} SEE ok B AL
g} o] 2de 21297+ Confidence Interval
#} Credibility Interval2 FHE3I{TED o] AA
ARe =l ooz ARan

Hunter-Schmidt 29-& A A7elA] AME-
¥c}k Hwang and Lin(1999) ke o5
et AvE BE(Ted 2 wHEAd) 7t oAt
A Aol dTFE A= 89S B
A3 1870 Aol wEH 31719 AFd ol
U2 deREAalch FEe thdolut
ukEAgo] AEA S AR 2 BAT Har
37 fAReE EAEI FHe] O
Azt WiEAAS B A2 FIF0E ol
Jg74e) Aol & ZAA SR ke ARy
HHEAQl ARy} 2 TFo] JAMEA L] Hg
E=7b 8 g2 Jow BASTh

Lee and Xia(2006) IT3Al A&l 27
9 A719] ABFAE AF3 217 AFA
FRE 54719 HBATE HYE HEREY
stk Fafr 3t AE 7K Confidence interval)
S AAE F 59 AN (ZARY, 23
A7), AL, ITHARE, [TAHDA)
2 OF7H) AolE tAASIT:

Schepers and Welzels(2007) 2 71&5
g oA HET] AAAAE B =1
S AES A3} 5170 =7l ExE 63719 A

T A ARER 678 WA GOl fr-d

=

An
i

O_E!_
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4, AREAEE AREAL Bl S, AME) 7he) Aba
AE WERFA AT Hunter-Schmidt 29
E 333 ”Q:r”}(conﬂdence) A&
2™, Hedges-Olkin AYRI L AJ23}q A}
2 71ewy, £3E Z:i‘:i!@—’i‘—i aE7H
2ol ZAA 3T

3.3 7|Et YHE AL2EH A7

olfto = A7t WEREA S AMEER T
=] A B} 2EeAM WL AT T3
AZ\RDE AR ok APAT AAES
W g ARE ] SARA s B¢ty
T =¥8$ B dA7E0] 3ok Haug(1997) =
1270 oA 28E AP ¢947
T 49 6 AEYNS ez SENEs
E JEYS A55E T3t Chau(1999)
= 68709 MIS dollA B 418749) 28
vhste] A EATE 9] EA(EEAN, F
A, delHFAHY, A, B34 gEd 24X
) EE SAIFTN A7t AR GYEAT
X (ANOVA) S S35 th Palvia, Palvia,

and Whitworth(2006) = U2l ITolqr 8

2 A7 22709 AFE IO R 779 o)
e MTE A3 7t o7 £ E WMy
HoE YT ¥ AF(UEH ES ZHEN
Atk Canepi(2007) & A # 7| S8 24 L
BHygh ﬁ-_l’*-e* WL 28719] F2jo)) AHE-H
HFE ol AHH 24 |,
2 g3l QQEMog
WS F43ty 847 ARAAE st

Ath Winston(2007) 2 719739 & 8h&X)
=]

Ao 2 AR FAGA, AM-E AT, 2
e, LEY ka9 FA, BT T2 &
Ty, /e sIRTY A7 £XE
A3

AR} =28 A Folut 2FoA WEREA]
& ARSI e AT AFLAFHES
Al EA A WEREAATEE B
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