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Review and redefinition of the concept of teacher teams and teamwork
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1. FELBEM

AR E AN RMERSCRE 2 R AT AR EREN ST 2HRICB W
T.FRBEEZ LV ESHFEOHEZTEL. PRIATREZB 2 B3 HEWNTW 5D,
ZORI RPN THEY N ONEH R BE 28 AT 272012 FRELG 2
FWIZH T2 E~OHEPLELERH A RDLNTWVD, ZOHEENR%Z & DL
T LHDICIE, BEOTF—L I =TI B AR THDL, VK 24 F 8 A
RUBFEHDBERHIZBNTHL. I DDOHMICIKRKDOOEND2EHEREIID—D L
LT IAEEF—ATHIET D] OMLEERBZ LN TWDL R, IEFIZEBW
TEY —EBEE-TWVWDELENVWIEHEAI,

F—LE L TEHLS ZERTF—L2 T =7 OEBEMIZ OV T EE 2 2R3 % &)
LIZT TICHFIENEH SN TE TS (1o, 2008; #H)Il, 2012; =R,
2009), L2 L., HEBEHEE LEF—L T —ZH%IE, TOEREMHEIZHONT
DEHIIH/ONTVDLIHOD FEAEEMINTETWHRNIZELYL, 20D
BRO—D2L L THETONDION, HREEMZ R L LEEEO TF— 4] 3]
ZIELTEIMESDONEV) EXEOAHENI TODL, EXVP A NTHDLZ &
. FRFICHERN T — 22 LI VW 2E N, 20T — LD VNI HEBE
MeELTOREZ LT ENRTEENEVNITF—LT—TOEME. FZT
KOOGNDIBEBMAOT =2V =2 RNERADIEOORBELZED L & %
HMLILTWD, ZOXI 7RO, ZRM (2020) IZHEBEOF— LT —
I DORERBERLRZDT-OICHRFREELWIR L, THAEFE), TIRE O ST &
), TR EBRoXE) Lo FUuBM&EEH LML, L2L, £
TCHEMEE U S e RET I F AN S o fih ik - fih S FE A 5F BT AE AR
SNTEHLORHLTHY FRICBITL2HEOTFT—L T =27 ORMELZIRD AL
ENTVZRWVNEWVWSFRELEL TWVWD,

EMCHBEZmIT A E, FRICEHBZX S E L7 lteam| X [teamwork] @
EZNEDLNLTWVRWNWI ENEZHERMIN TV D (Smith,2009;
Vangrieken et al., 2013; Chantahai et al. 2015), 2% Y [F—24 ] L [F—
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LU= EWIHIBENTIIEETH DL Z & EITEBEAKRIC, BEEXIG L L
GHECERZLICSWALNOERB DL ZLEEKRT D, LD, A7 ¥
%7 4 —J)b K& L TUW5b Vangrieken et al. (2013; 2015; 20165 2017) I,
team X° teacherteam & WO SEDEWRZHMICER L TWAIHENIZE A
EnWZ & LT Tteam] ITIFFERSIM L, MR EENLTWD D0 % PlHE
WCETICHRERED N TEZ L &ML T\ bd (Vangrieken et al. 2013,
p.89), £ LT, ZHEHLHORKMENER L 72> THRDF — LB GH L T +
HENPBRASH TEZ LM L, MR L > THBERA D
[team| ZH X LH>ELTWVD,
ENOLOEMOEREZOHRE, S DICZOHABICMNET I OLHED
NHZHRIZ.BARENTOHEEDOF —LF —2 U — 7 22 DM % # 7
WCHERTHIAREMEZ L BHEBEOF—2 U =7 0FNM EE2 70T FRND
WD NS ND, ZZTARTIT, ZEBEDOTF —LRF — LU —7 & xf
G LEEAD R AZINE - BT 52 & C, EENREBICBIT2HE DT
—LBIOF -V = ICHATOME U TERET LI L ZHBNET D,

2. Team, Teamwork M # =
1) HEOD lteam] WMEEHCHER

Cohen & Bailey /X, Hackman (1987). Guzzo & Dickinson (1990),

Sundstorm et al. (1990) 72 E DO REIZHE ST lteam] ZEHRL TEBY

(p.241) . Vangrieken et al. (2015) |Z. TDOEHFELZ XFL TKRD 6 HHIZE
EOTWVWE OMAERGFOMRBRIZED Z LOMRICHTIEELNEFEIND Z
CQOBEREMENO B ALONIESWMERLE AR T L@ 2T AT
ADBHLIAENTWNDLZ EOMBOBERZBEX TEHINDG Z LOMADE
BRTHDZ L (pp.24-25), ZHO LI ICERSNTLUKR, TOELRICTHTEN
%6 B THEMEZ [team) & A3 2 & THMABMAOERNTHL [
N—T) ERBILTIZD Z LA ARRICL TET,

L)L, 2606 BEEZTEETHLDODHR%E lreal team (KYDF— L) |
ERRT LR, WICHEERNRELEEHOZLS N [F—A 124 TxEDH
RN T AR T — AT HBERMBRIA SIS ZENRLITL
L ToH > 7= (Vangrieken, et al. 2013; 2015 ; 20165 2017; Bouwmans et al.
2019), FNICITHEBEMOZHE TEMELRIBS HENSEMK/L TWD Z LR
SNTEY ., #lx1X. Park & Henkin (2005) 1%, #iF — 2 %2 QFERKE S F
— A& (Governance teams), @45%E 5 — A (Instructional teams) ., @ FfE T
— 2 (Planning teams) ® 3FEFICXHIL TWD (p.465), & HIZ, Smith
(2009)1%. FHICHFMET HF—L L L TR STEEHICEM L 7= (p.85),
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¥ F — 2 (management teams)
{688 7 — 2 (instructional teams)

B 7 — 24 (interdisciplinary teams)
fH{EF — 2 (pedagogic teams)
52 it 57— 2 (informational teams)
i B F— 24 (instrumental teams)

&N X Pz F — L (emotional team)

8. il - SkFEF — L (appraisal teams)

% 72 Vangrieken et al. (2013) [ZEHBIZS2W T, T L DOFERICHFIET S
F—LOFEEOLERICMZ T, A7 (wx Y A b - 58 - MEMRR -
BY - —EX - ZREE - FEHRE), #HB., 7H8, FHEvwol, F—4
MR T DO MR EMEICRETOIBRETHDL L. SHICEDORNTY,
LMy (PHBESCTEREE R E) XENENOEEIT S5 AME
¥xmh e 5 Ik (Egg-crate school) | (Vangrieken et al. 2017, p.13)
ThDHIEN, PRICBIT D lreal team| RS NICS WERKR TH D &k
~R5%, S bHIZ Bouwmansetal. (2019) &, T#MIZAWICH I LE S, £
DWHIFHEFEDOR P2 — VX RETHENTOIEEFEOBEM 2 &0 FEHH I E
MOFEMICIRONL2MBEMAHD | Fl2 X, BEOCREEELZHEMLILZD A ) X—
YAYrOEODH LT AT T EZRELEY TR XVENLLDHT
RSN DB N H 5] (Bouwmans, et al. 2019, p.858) L 5T 5,

IO W ok E 5 F %2, Vangrieken et al. (2013;2017) IIHETF — 2 %
[HRF R, XAk, F— MRk 72 il ko TEHMICEILT DS AT 4
(Vangrieken et al. 2017:9) & A 729 Z & T, £ ZIZHFEET 5 lteamness (F

— M) ] (Cohen& Bailey, 1997, p.279) OEAWEHEL LS E L, 20D
7O EAINTEBED TF—LE KM (team entitativity) | (Vangrieken et
al. 2013, p.87) T&H 5, Z i Campbell (1958) 28, H DM AN DEEKRN
ERPEME L TCOMEEZ EOBREL > T D0 a5 i 51 (p.17) b DL
L T L7z lentitativity (F&EM) ] ORICE SV THO oD TH
%, Vangrieken et al.ld, ZHEF — L% Z ® lreal team] & FER7E AN DE
MAED LZHRET LD LELEHLATEY TOHBDOESGWZ LT ORI TH
EL LY EWEEIT> T Dd (Vangrieken et al. 2017, pp.6-8.),
HEELZILAT HEA N
ZATIZONTORERME, F—2bD—B L L TOREME
HATIZOWTOMAEKFRR, RSOV TOMAEKFRER

Vangieken et al.® —H QKA IE TIX, b = OO R EEIZ, 47

% ® VET # L > (Vocational Education and Training Colleges) % %} % &

<N O Ot~ W DN
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LTHED I F—LEEKME] ORENRKALNTWD, L LB TIE, fil
DERCKHE, MEREICOEHAATRRLORONE I NIRBIETH D,
2) HE®D lteamwork] MEEHCDER

[teamwork| &\ 9 FEDEFEIL. Chantahai et al. (2015) B4R T 5 &
I, HAICHL b, Tteam] ERFEDO LS ICH I XM AT oD, €
DN TYH, D Tteam] DOHEEICE T S Cohen & Bailey (1997) % 5 T
bHol=LHiz, Tteamwork] IZEBWVWTEZL OXEOIY FFIZ/ > TW5D DI
Salas et al. (2000) X5 RO 2F -7t R (Thbb, F—LAU
— 7)) (Salasetal. 2000,p.40) L WO EHXRTHDH, T THIZIRDHDDON [ 7
ot RxX|] THbH, £72 Smith (2009) ® z2Ia=Fr—Tar, aFRL—
Yar, HMNOMEMENE, F—2BEAOa BT Uy —ORMITIKFT D —
HEOITE EFHEEHO XX L] (pp.75-76) &\ 9 EFHESL. Galtes et al. (2015)
D TE227D0250[E, T72bbANMEIMEELFHAEKFENE] (p.50) WO E
#Zo X oo, THAMKFEN (interdependence) ] & L <% H A @M (inter-
connectedness) | L Wo LB OENAZITOND, 20 2 JllHEHNH O F—
7 — 26X, lteamwork] & W 5 &N EH (dynamic) TZELLED H D
ELTHADNEIE LTV AHAZEH VAL Z LN TE D,

[F—AT—27 12DV TIL, Salas OWfEE~X—R L LTHATS LD
(2008). =Rt (2020). FEJlIfh (2016) (T X > THFZERNED H 3L TE TV
L, WICHEBEEZXMN S L LEMIELE L TES TN TH D 2R
(2019;2020) Tix. [F—2 ] XV [F—2U—7 | IZEABRETHATH
LI EDRFETHL, LALBHTHEMBLILBY 200 0%THIIL. HE
HEHEWORFERBECBID [F—2 U -7 | OFRREERZEI L TRV E
WORRBEEZEZE L TWVWD, X Bl R LX) mEMANOEBR 2T AEEM )
(Fat 2] Z/1EAS LT DU, BEF—LLVIRERT — LR R
HILEFRIZTD [F—L)] OFERPHELL THRWVNLTIERONEE X
bivd,

Zhid, Tteam] DERICHOWVWTOEITHREICENTHEZIHEHITE
EEAHLTEBY, BRAENTHRIC L 2 TF—4 ) 2@ ERAK, O
F UV F— AFRM (team entitativity) THZX D Z LI LD, ZHEMTAELD
a1 F—0] OEMNRTov A, 2F0 [F—2TU—7 ] 22T
LA REEEREMTEDS, L, [F—LAFE KM (team entitativity) | 1%
Vangrieken Z%EFHIC LR T — LI Lo TEZREBSINTEHLWHEATH 5,
XHIZZENDOWHIETIL teamwork & W) HiEIZfEb v, £ Z T, team
¢ teamwork OREE SRS HEMEOH D (T2 REIGRLLNTE
OBl T 5,
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3. Team process, Teamwork process M #f &

HETF— LIZBT B XHRICEB VT, Iprocess) 13t~ fllmz=f L CHEH X
NTWa, BlzIZF —2LDOMK 7 1+ A (teaming process), F— AL DIE T
ot A (team development process) 72 EIZfE R % H THMHE (Crow et al.
2000; Chenget al. 2009) X, EXZHMVL. BTV ZOHZRELLEDT5HZ
72K Tteam) ICHTHMENOENRBL LT T 2BICHENINDL Z &
732y (Cohen & Bailey 1997; Scriber et al. 2007; de Jong et al. 2007;
Vangrieken et al., 2015), Z #uiX. Vangrieken et al. (2013) 2§45 L 7= [ team |
DEHZDODSDRUWEIFIERLCLEARLTEINWEASS 25 LEXBMD 2T
%, [team process) # HikMIZEHR L7Z L Timx BT 5 Smith (2009) &
L O Costaetal. (2014) 1. &5 5 ¢ Marks et al. (2001) #ZFfFL TV 5,

Marks et al. (2001) i%. Common-Bowers et al. (1995) % H.x& L7=7%
THFZE D F — L Flim & b L 12, lteam process] [teamwork process| % LI T
DL S5 IcEHELTHD (Marks et al.,2001, pp.358-359) .

HIEZERT H7DICF AT U — 7 2T 2 BAKGFHNTF — A5 E)
- F—2DA Ty b (BR) ZEWSLT U ML (R ITEMRT DT
Z Z TlE. lteam process] & lteamwork process| NHMEIZX ] Sz |
FA#ZROLDTHDEEHBINTZV LTI TIERLVBRIT A2 THAS
NTWD, TOLOARETIE, ICLOEHFEFTLEZ. 3T lteam/
teamwork process (F— AU —277untR)|] LEXLTDH, TOERESE X
T Marks et al.i%., team/teamwork process (F—AL U —27 7 & &) % il
THZODOEXY ) I —ZERLTEBY ETNEROIERENORLIHEIEL D
S>TW5 (p.363),

1. 177 vt A (transition process) : X v ¥ a » oW, BIEFE. #HIKKE
2. 1TE) 7" v & A (action process) : HEHRMOHER, AT L - FT=X VY 7T
3. X AR 7 v & % (interpersonal process) : EF X —= g » L HEHER O

. ORRIEEHE, BREA

Smith (2009) IZ. Z D% * Y /7 I — (Marks et al. 2001; Pineda & Learner,
2006) z HWTHBHEICA v X Ea—2fTot& A, 325D BT
nt ] MTE 7ot PFEXRELTWLZEE2RHLTNS (F1)

(X ABER T mER oW T AFIEHBITIEFEN SN TV RNITE L,
DEDVZIZTYH, BHEUNEZXNSR LT D [real team] 25 DFFHIC Z B 4
DY TEELRNIEREMTEXL2, INETOHBTF — 2523 %R L L EGE
M 72 k78 (Geijsel et al. 2009; Runharret al. Thoonen et al. 2011; Beverborg
et al. 2015) TiE, BIT7ntx) © MfT#h7et 2] (ZHE AL, team/
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K1 F—L7ubRAOFEMEHBET — A

JOotX F—LTO+F DM HENF—L DR
F—L2HEDHE K
wi F—L2 DN —LRHARTA DRE K
BRI EELOV ML R
T =LA N—DHEM SO RS — K¥E
5 PR R
AR — DTN FHIE H S LW a s T AR ERE K%K
B ROE~DXIG BEE (conflict) & iRk 3D D&
xR EFN—Tar Ol Hohbhn
AL X — A = DREE A~ DXL AW L —F DI TR

Smith, 2009, p. 212 £ v f& & ERL

teamwork process (F—AU—27 7ot R) OFELRER%E [2—/LOMA
& 7+ = ( goal Interdependence) | X [ ¥ X 7 @ A K 7% (task
Interdependence) | 72 E 2K o> =t B TN HmICH D, — T, g
BRLLHAET LI EHTEDARMEDOSH D TR ABEBE T e X ITEA
Y TIMELRZT NS,

#l 21X Dionne et al. (2004) (X, A SN XY /I —DFEED S b,
(%P ABfR 7 A 12 HLTWD, Dionneetal.id, & — AN E DOEHEZ
RIET HZ L &2 BT 5 [team performance ] |ZOW T, Marks et al. (2001)
® Tteam process| DEFHE FHIIZLT,. A7 v (BR) - 7ukx-
TR A (BE) OBEBETHA LI ELE, S ATy VT UMD
LI TF— L OB L > TR TTREN R D720 F— L OEMMPR R > T
LbIEHTELZ Yok A0RICESA{L L, £ L T, Marksetal. DR L7z TR
172 MTE8h7oev 2] I ABEBTrER] O b EART—LHITHL
THETH ORI ABEBRT oA THD EE 2, ZITTHEH (cohesion) |
(23 2 =% —3 3 (communication) | [ EE#2% 1 (conflict management) |
DIHEHRTHRKY DL EFE L7 (Dionne et al. 2004, p.180) (£ 2),

i 2 teamwork process 1# % F 5=

BEX BXDESE
fit o AN —REDOF — AIEDRREEEAIET B

- RS AERENE AN — O AN
FRa=rovary . EROMIE, RRICKT A =T VS E TE IR T — RNy s

R  COIDIEE R, I, BT 50
A SRR LA A, AR (RBD S BRI L0 7=
Wk 525

Dionne, et al. 2004, p.181-182 X v f& & 1ERk
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Dionne et al. (2004) OMREITHEZX L L LI O TIEARWR, i L7
FOC EDXEIRERMTHL, DEVERBFHRTLZDONRNT —< 2 X &5
MTEDEIICTHABRBRTrERX ] ITEAZK>TWVD, ZOLDHEBITH
AT LZLZARBICLTVLIDOTHD, ZNICE-> T HEF—2bF— A4
WIROKFFRIZAD . BHEERSRE L. Zoxt AR 7 =& 2CE A1k
THLIET, [F—L) L LTORESCHKE, REREZINT S22 L 201
L7, TOLHIREBEZNEDLND Z LT, LIz team/teamwork
process (F— LU —27 7FutX) ZWHEMIELDOLNTRIFEL TWD LT
SN BTt 2 ) L MfTEI 7 r R ) AL T OO %2 WL 3 6
HERRBIND,

UEoZ o, TRHABRBRTe ] WEREZYTHIEDRHABTF—LD
team/teamwork process (F— AL U —27 7 unkR) #mbdgr8LnLE
25X, 2O AR 255 & L THIZEZ R 2 O i)
rTEEZLND,

4. FED
1) EWEDOERICOVTOFEELED

AFTHE., FICHFEBEICBIT D lteam] L WVWOFBEEZO D Ema B L T
e, TOMEEEE 2 T, Cohen & Bailey (1997) @ R L 72 [real team]
ZHIET LV b lteacherteam| & L CHRERKFEE LT 27D DHEHB DO TF —
LAOBHY FERHTHIRICEBE T2 LZ2RBEX . K30BVERTHI L E
BRI D,

EFT. BEOF—2RF—L L LTHIETHODER [team DEHK] &
LC.HMOHEF fER- X 27 Ol BRI 3 2 AKFEME & v 9 [ Vangrieken
etal. (2013) (2 X2 [F—A%EMAEM (team entitativity) | @ 3 EHE 2 ZFHFT
%5, L2 L, Vangrieken O BNEEBT 520 [F—AFE KM X, 25 39
DEAEWVWEHLZ LT F—AM (teamness) ] ZRHTEL LI ELTWVDNRN,

x®3 AWMREICETDHEMEDER

team (F—L)

WERE], STHR, F— DR S I TEIICZE LT DT AT A THY, HINOILA | R, Z A7« R U TR A
FEER 3 2Lz

teamwork = team process (F—AL7—% /F—LTAER)

HBZER T A7 DO BARIF72 T — ANEENTHY , A7y (&) ZBROBHLT 7 M1 A (R F) ITE T 5 F B,
)L AT - ZRA TR B i NBIRDIEFE D DD

Interpersonal process (X ABR TR+ X)

W P IBRBE O TAAE T B AR BRI 7 0 2D ETHY | F— L7 B ADRNTHR AR—RDT AT
ERBRYTONDS, fER (F— A EVTNET AR oA e FHEAER) 2o =7 —Tar (B, 8 ~04—
TS R B T — RNy ) | EEERAE B (R RE OB B, B, MR D RO BL R DFRAL) D3 TR BRLD
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ETNENOEFOES OO FIZT TIZBRRTZEBEY REAHAKRE TH D,

DDNT, FDOFRMNMD LD DN, team/teamwork process (F— AL T —
77t R) ORNPTEARPIZEET TSI HEDEFR TE& 5 Marks et al.
(2001) DEFHE% XFT 5 [team/teamwork process D EFE], H % LAHS
L7020 Bo-biIl@EnzIyvrary a2 oMLz MR BERONE
f%ﬂébf:@?‘é%%ﬁ%é ZLT, XA - EIZBWTHAEKFHNTH D
EWVWIHIZEEOFED, ENVICEORHEX A7 OB ZHR LD BHEO R
DEDITHLEBREDONMN AR -EALES 2N RkOOND, ZLIEH A
7 DFEFRMEIC L DR N D, ¥R, TNDE AT DO B8 EE 7%t
AR 7o ATHY, TNICEEFNDIETRN— a3 UOGBHEHBEMROBE, K
EEE LI A U DX - B C OB (conflict) &M+ 52 L13%FD
mOERIZHREIEEEL LD,

S TIP3 & . 203 ANBEB T e RICE A 3= L LTOREEHR
EEAELT, MB2AMBBREZHERET 2720 TR RFIZEOND G WVEE
NELDZ EICLDAEREN - AlEHEom ELHEBICANLONDZ ERGND
[interpersonal process D EFK], TN OLEEROELZMNB DO EFLDO L 5 7%
BEARIZ. Il@iﬁb’f.ﬁéf:“%io
T TR LI HBTF— L3 AEART e AU DOEIT T 0 R
ITEN 7 0 ADOFEZ R TEZ7 (Smith, 2009), *F ABELRICBWTH, BEE
WAECLTLEN) ZEEBITELOATH Y, Hl 21X E OHIFEIMER, Z Iz
IR BOREOERRE AENRLOLE L TEFEL TV RWENN S 5,
ZE, TR L SN2 FREFENLORBICERTH 2D THDL LB %
Lbivd,

L22L, Z2OX I ICHEEMMN Nteam| & L THEEL TRV L350,
EWOHREALNZLEZ . FEZORKERHSTVWDEREESRE, DF Y
(BT —20ME|] ZRAHLTEREZ 1T, THEBETF— 2% 230

SED D LI OB DEEZD, DED, INETOF—LAMRENLHE

teamwork
team/teamwork process interpersonal process
El:b[2=] Bi170E2 m
FAT-BRO____ @#m#HIineR dSa=4-v3v

MHEHE
R > "ATOER FORVE=gE1

X1 HEHZOEZEMOEME
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EHAN TF—LTERW] LRSS TE LW IR EZI T D W hE
R SR O N =Y 5 P AR
2) SHRORE

FREGICB T LT — LT — LUV —J I ZEEBPEEF > TWDHHARIZEW
T.HEBTF—2OBERCHRE. IRom Lz LEE®RPIET ETLEICR
ST 2DFTTIREFETHERLBY TH D, TOMIADHTIR L L T, FRKIZ
BOILDHEHEDF—LU =7 ORMEZIRD AT Tniwn e n ) ffE % ik
LETRTF 27— 20 2% mOHELICHEBTF 2520852208
THERDD, ZOOIC AR TEI L XD 7 team X team/ teamwork
process (F—ALU—77utX) OEXRESFA T, FAEKTe X% H
DELERL BT et X fTH ok Rl nolrF—LU—r Fuk Ry
A X9 ELEFEIEMWRFAEMNITEZRERML TN ZENKRDLND,

HAERBIZIE BT REICBWTHBF —20F —L U —27 7T ubk XAOEENE
FEEEZ T —L U =7 S ut XA RET DM R AN ERIZ DN T
HREF STV D (Geijsel et al. 2009; Runhaar et al. 2010; Beverborg et al.
2015), HMMBEPIFHEOREN RGN EERY — X — v~ 7 (transformational
leadership) THY ., ZHIFF—2 V-7 7ot ADMREIZIEDBEEZ /R L T
W5 EHE XN TS (Dionne et al. 2004; Geijsel et al. 2009; Runhaar et
al. 2010; Thoonen et al. 2011; Beverborg et al. 2015), Z N L DA% +H
ELLARIFT.EERY) — X = y IRRKICER SN TS — & —
v v 7" (distributed leadership : Leithwood et al. 2008 ; Louis et al. 2010)
CHEF—LDOF LU= Tuk AL OBEEICON TS REAENIES TEGE
FIICHET L TV E 7wy, 70, HARER T, 7K - B x5 & L
AT L EO DL E, T— 2T HLENZ2ME, F—2 T — 271257 5 H
CHNNERENTF—2 U= T A& RETLIERNLELTETFLNLTWVD
(Tasa et al. 2007; Vangrieken et al. 2016), Z 9 L7z F — LU — 7% 5
HANEREF—L2V =7 7oA OBEIZOWTHRHNT S Z &b
LTEESN TS,

KB AEEANAY R —=FIC Lo TRELELBMN DL DOHDELRITE L F
STWVHZELIEMLTBEEZV, 0D, HiEE O team AF7E % HEEE L 7=
LIEEAT . MmE LTESHLERBAERIZREY b 5BIEE DRV, f
RAETVAT YT 4y 7 b Ea—OFELTHWD R E SBITCEINE L% i
ETL0ELH D,

(f+352]
AL, JSPS Boh# PRI IE (W3F) TRk - ZHEOF—L U —7
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