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Abstract
Scaled-up 3D printing production of high specific surface area (1755 m3g), highly
selective CO: absorbing carbon materials. Tested under industrial flue gas conditions,
the materials demonstrated high CO: selectivity. By adjusting the preparation conditions

for scaled production, an economically viable adsorbent was developed.



ADSTFACT. ...t 1
L - NPT RPY 3
L1 TBEB 2R AT ettt 3
1.2 B T B eeee et et e e e oot e e e et e e e e e —ee e e e —ee e e —eeeeee——eeeaee——eeeae—eeeaai—eeaaar——aeaaans 5
1.3 B 45 22 3473 B (Carbon Capture and Storage, CCS)......covvvicciniiiiininnns 5
LA S R TR oottt ettt ettt ettt 7
(T L OO 8
1.6 BT 02 et 8
Ty AR s 9
N 2 PR 9
2.2 55 I AR evveeeeeeee et 9
R s 2 =] ST SPP 11
BLL ZE 2 HE T ettt ettt ettt es 11
3.2 MRPP 32 TR0 coovoeveeee ettt es s eee e e et s es e e s es ettt et et eseer et een e 12
BB T B AL B oottt 12
T~ FEHP 2k T T i T e 13
A1 TEHP 2 B oottt 13
b T N OO 13
EE 2 OO OO 16
5.1 SWOTHUSED 4" F7 1ttt ettt 16
IS N I o LSRR 17
TN L TR o e 18
e A 19



-~ KFERFT

11 BRI

TR EE R RT RAEE L P EE Ak AR
Mok & BRI MDAt B 4 LRkl o BRa > PR R auE R Y R E
AREEFMERI G O FRBREARE P 0§ RO
¥ - FhtEzm-j f“ﬁiiﬁé&ifi»%#"}ii’ IR LR N AP
A % 280 ppm (Kabir et al., 2023) - 134z NOAA > 3k & B F 2% 2 38 & &7 2023 % 2
T 7 £421 ppm v £l T R R AT R 0 A o7 2 iE S 4pt b 2 i750% (NOAA
Climate.gov., 2024) > 4-B]1 - ¥ ¥ 4p #++1850-1900& » 4 #F £2010-2019# p& » ¥
R4 e EA 2 91.07°C (IPCC, 2021) » 4@2 - #£JPCCeficyh a7 412030
3 2052% B enTiop g & 1 £ P L5R (Lim et al, 2024) « FE &
S4°C 5 55 %% K B M€ 8 4030.2% 0§25 4 M S Mg %241 (IPCC, 2021) -

440 40
420 - L 35
400 4

I 30

E 380 - (o)

a8 L2s O

~ 360 o

o

o 20 %

o 340 2

2 S

5 15 &

@ 320+ —

g @

E 10~

w300+
280 L5
260 T T T T T 0

1750 1800 1850 1500 1950 2000
Year

Bll-F -5z 8904 52§ (bt € 2 fr ¢ #icdh B (Our World in Data)

(b) Change in global surface temperature (annual average) as observed and
simulated using human & natural and only natural factors (both 1850-2020)

°C
20
15
observed
simulated
1.0 / human &
A natural

r 1
1850 1900 1950 2000 2020

$12.1850-2020# >3k £ m B B R - L5
B % > M2 F R RS % (IPCC, 2021)
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BEFHMI R A5, HY -3 ibRd k2 E (B3) +aF P
1000 Gt = § 4% > ¥ i & 238 A + 2 0.27°C - 0.63°C (H14) (IPCC, 2021) » 4o %
BT - F CAHIBER Y A HEE wpE R AL (IPCC, 2018) 5 H ¥
AT P rdt s P AT 2 E R e & 2 5 (RBI0 0 2022) -

Contributions to warming based on two complementary approaches

(b) Aggregated contributions to (c) Contributions to 2010-2019

2010-2019 warming relative to warming relative to 1850-1%00,

1850~ 1900, assessed from assessed from radiative

attribution studies °C forcing studies °C
2.0 2.0
1.5 1.5
1.0 1.0
Q.5 0.5

ﬁﬁi

-
b

| 0.0 ! ol 0.0
0.5 0.5
i s 0 o s W o » Lo
g F2 ¢ 3 g T Z F Z¥S L 9 3 2 osEz
3 & 3 3 § £ ¢ ¢ §gz ¥ ¢ 3 25%%
- a2 38385 5 2 8 g3
§ 2 3 gz § g 2 % 256 ¢ & ° % o338
S = 3 g B g s 2 g 38 £ § O | ]
ES 38 o 2 =2 a E a g7 B S A 2
£ 3 = 2 ZF 2 §g BE &
3 g ® o a3 2
o w 3. L] L
"8 & 3
g H
s &
Mainly contribute to Mainly contribute to
changes in changes in

non-CO, greenhouse gases anthropogenic aerosols

B13. > 7 g it 5% (IPCC, 2021)

Every tonne of CO, emissions adds to global warming

Global surface temperature increase since 1850-1900 (°C) as a function of cumulative CO, emissions (GtCO,)

°c
3
S5P5-8.5
) The near-linear relationship
25 between the cumulative S5p70
CO; emissions and global
warming for five illustrative
> scenarios until year 2050 S5P1-2.6
SSP1-19 o
15
1
Historical global
warming
0.5
Cumulative CO; emissions since 1850
Q
2000 3000 4000 4500 GtCO;
-0.5 Future cumulative
© ——— ssp1-1g  CO:emissions differ
 — —— §SP1-2.6  Aacross scenarios and
e — —— SF determine how much
SSP3-7.0  warming we will
SSP5-8.5 i
- e M experience.
El- R ] 1
"3 58 3
HISTORICAL PROJECTIONS
Cumulative CO, emissions between 1850 and 2019 Cumulative CO, emissions between 2020 and 2050

B4 270 A %18 - §F LB R M3 sl % (IPCC, 2021)



1.2 P # FT i

P azke JUSBRREF RF ol ¢ EREH I B02026F »
CO# P E AL 250 2vfinT 4 ~ B F B RFE WU FHTiy - P38
AR R ERE R AR S P ety 5 #3008 0 Ak REH KA
FavsEF e - ERD TpAREFE ) P E THEHLEZFHFES
Ty PR MRRR IR o FIEERBELEEp F A
1.3 B4 #5227 3475 $k7 (Carbon Capture and Storage, CCS)

EREIHEL CFERCRNATTEE N ABRREAF D 5 L L
BEPE  Fp ¥ ﬁcj B $ 8 4173 B (Carbon Capture and Storage, CCS) 1 2+
>3kip (IEA., 2013) > ¥ R R ~ 4B 2 RIE 1 ¥ X2 < AP R R HFE- 5 1
B T HERHDE DR TERE ok TR G AR w2

FlE ML R P CCSenA AR * BB 2 A v B X Ay 3 A HE
P § 48 s MEAGR AR 2 foREES F Va0 B RE 8 T LR 0 CCSHhi
A A RCCSAL B 454 En AN FG T im0 ieE (Yang et
al.,2024) - CCSH 3% % 2 endjrw 8 FRHF AR Linh> 2 e R ELH - 3
fupt ~ BT g B C F R o § R (Moreno et al.,2024) o BuES 4 B -
FOORAR R E el e § MEAR Al 2 £ CO2 0 W 5 CO2¢AMEA

ﬂ}i

BARALE » mHEE > B F ORI T AAML A > % NCO £ 4 = HMEA
A o > A5 JE TR (Jaffar et al ,2024) o B F A GHETH L - § PR

AP POREL L F - F PRl > - 3P REIREFHELF B A2
Lochz Fivpt o Mo §F it Aa b 8L 1% & §F g3 =+ 5 s
EF|E A D o (Allah et al.2024) o B F SERN B r B E A EF 2§ ko

N

ERORLET G B B AT RBDF Y S F CRUDER > RRA L Y R
Fooom o BHEELGIE T > R 4o W2 T (Lee et al.,2024) o

a4

AR R R R - F PRI v BRI T
Mg ERR o vRAB I Aty 53 RE S AV ERF R F
PRRRYFEEREIOEE L LA A g EAY gg_i«'gcoz’

PR COM-g A L R ANF Y o D VNG RN ARG b ok

S

RE Y AP R F kRO FI R B S A FEEAR R RN Kk - p

5



< BB PHEISH B - § Y s endgiF (Hasan et al.,2024) -

chematic diagram of possible CCS systems

B12.CCS i 57 i s = (IPCC., 2005)

A 2014 >3k 7 £ HBoundary Dam¥ % 5 T ot Hatd et (R3)
VRS EEE R3S A b B F E 5160 L (MW) ~ 2 R 211000
(MW) » &5 3 8= § (s 480K o @ % 9RfE 3 A »eff BULHE § ¢ oho §
PR B AT MREL R AR Y GhRT2 f2 (Stephenne., 2014) - it E & 4
BAB100H #F - § AL AP RS 5900 o (e TR B PP~ v R TE fR L R

A ER g N BB P T B R G80F HE - 3 (A B S T0% (SaskPower.,
2024)

®3.4c £ < Boundary Dam# & i (P& 5 :SaskPower)



1.4 v 5 s H|

veEis - § Y B2 4173 (Carbon Capture and Storge, CCS) ¢ & i£i8 *
e i B e e o bl4cd ¢ fE i (Monoethanolamine , MEA) - MEA# 3% 4
T EAEY SR AR A R R R ARBIRET 4§ 2
yere s (Yulia et al., 2021) > fe i* B eje 3 iFs — 2B UM > b3 B S 4TF 3
JES L 2R R BRI G OB R RGN WAL F LT
HE B ¥+ %« £ (Jiangetal., 2013) -

b MEAL & d 5 (Amonia, NH3) & 5k 3 ¢ = (Ethylene Oxide, EO) » &

%4

2o el A g FERFCRHURERFEAL - F PRBIE TEFFD
feo B A A WITE F R R T r 5 80% R * Z A £ A (Steam
reforming) = i W T o L F EH DB 7 WG R RGN H B B4
#BoF AL ¢ A4 1151.40kg/kg NH3zh= § it gt o 5228 4 4
Flraesepl v > R QITERE § g NB000 72 F P A TRE
AL FERFE R AL FP AR T2 o R ol o EE R
B2 Ao @AY 03 EEAIAF EERT ALK O 4 AR IVERA

4 = % it g (Luis., 2016) -

CHQ ‘ Hz

=%
NH;
= =)
N
— 2
Air MEA
=)
0: =
EO
Ethylene

B4.MEAZ & % ¢ k& (Luis., 2016)



R - i

FHRG LR AR I BHERE fﬂtbé’%%?dw\—‘rﬁfﬁ UL e
O AR g 5 8 (Sing, 1985) 0 Bldc ok AJE s AL H KE T s & R e

R BF AT~ F BRI HE v (TR E 0 2018) o E M e e
AR EFELSFREOCRLIA 7 FTRITAIT GF DR o W F AT
FoA AL Fpt et e ¥ 2 H LG E o0 b s (HRB 0 2007)
2 ¥ International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) » & s i% 3¢
ST R G HEEY P KGRl o AR g R o kI IS 2 nm o
# m ## 5 100-1000 (m2/g) > © 334 L 4 ++2-50 nm > v £ & # 5 10-100 (m2/g) > =
FLILEAZE50 nm oot & G ff W5 0.5-2 (m2/g) (Ruthven, 1984) o @ frx g pF > d 3¢
& %+ & > (molecular sieving effect) » ¥ § # 4 & 2 j= (Kinetic diameter) -|- ** /& {2
Fehg B4 w3 (Lietal, 2021 & Abnisa et al., 2014) o & + i iE (s » € 14 T
v B gt M (Patel el al., 2024) > F)pt B MR A AR S FOE R o
Pave §3F 5 R EEAEARFATT 0 bl4oPutri® 4% EERGE
-5 Y RRHR %k %‘gd A RER R R R IR B A R
Zi kR o AT ESY o EHREF A5 521403 m2/g > ¥ ppEIL R A

209cm3/g- 3t 11l nm A EMERE G MY o @ LT 2 P B

R gtk g SRR 0 S § 7 15,16 mmolighs § i

B (Putri, 2024) -

1.6 3 2
EREFAFLEERAEREL G B A FEBERN TG R F

PR W AR AL T R4 et E S TR R FRE

o



-~ Py
214w p o

GRS REY  RRTRCREE A2 P g T § R R R
e > TR EE 1L T3k 1120507 B APk 1
ZoE R R T112-115F H & E 0 H P 7 SRR R BT~ ot
P IR A ST L (Frckh 0 2024) « AR FIEFRE S P ER
CCStif » Rt ehitix £ 5 B4 o 4 1 fj H (- CCSHMIL 2 3] { 4 50§
2GR IER T B SRR RN DA S AR R G S S
®F A F LA A 24 BT 2% (Metal Organic Frameworks, MOF)

=y

U
g 73%2 b (Zafanelli et al.,2022) - = & 7]

218

Ny

4 %

‘.

Al A 2 HRR AR R A 0 2T R AR A TR R B g 1k
P iRt o AL FeMOFE 5 B fdac 4 0 I T PEINRR RSB DFIRT
gligbrfr vieF g~ E T T A4 Hexrvigay 4 (Pastor et al,, 2024) - @ iEE

AN

BOF T A AR 2 SRR DR g R A 2 v R R ¢
Pt S st B R LEE TR R MR F (Fonseca-Bermu
dezetal,2024) o F]p AFF T A E X B A G A2 BEHMERGD F LR B
TR RIEEF Y M F CEGER P v T e
2.2 % B frie
S B E G A 2TR B 1IN A g e TR A T 20242 110
+14,654,0334w# 2 (£ isdlpd £34) F- F 4 )T%#i*ﬁ 99.74m > @ p A B
8,678,1534% » & — F A 3 $ 37.14% (RN A e 0 2024) o T - 5P BB iE
ERR R EAFABE G BRI AEN Y o B9 FR- 227 20062
FhpE & (COw)> migd (7m— 22202427 F Pptd £ (COe) > 57
IS VAR IS S a5 UL R LS T E (WS)  hT

BoF
A A BgRA G LR~ W F Lt B (Diesel Oxidation Catalyst,

i

k'

DOC) i¢ - % " pfopld i &4 % (1“1 5 2 F (VA2 -k > %2 3na s 3l &3
#iE e % (Diesel Particulate Filter, DPF) i@ % £ ‘w3t § B PR 53VRE S Rk
P i 3 16 WB g 2T 5 $£1798% (Mohankumar & Senthilkumar,. 2017) > &% & 5 7 ¢

RS RL G F Rk



PR R BRADPFT - § PR R H L A B HREH TR
SHRMEBELC T HFIRISARCEF LT SR ER 0 G KRGS
SRR o AT Y SEDPFR AW T XA ROLEF P E o F B A
it 37 %2 4 0 193ChenBl s #r4 I eni R & F e & 72 2 (Chen
et al., 2021) > j&® B FERFBEEF BALS 0 @ BB W AP KT 07 A FH
A0 Sk SR R S s R R o e R L R TR R
WA RS Al N F RS S F RS RAERT R
ZF bz FRe A NP AR AT RUEEF Y ow e s WA o

,--- DIESEL PARTICULATE FILTER --.

Filtered
Exhaust out

Qutlet Marmon Exhaust Gas

from Engine

Connection

Inlet Marmon
Connection

Diesel Oxidation Catolyst

Diesel Particulate Filter

...........................................

FI5% jmip T & (BOSTECHauto)

# 1.7 B F R R 2o s e £ B

%90 24 COy % 7t i 5 (oot < e
b5 4 £/2-S3DPP | 1 bar, 50°C, 100% CO; 3.0 (Jivrakh et al., 2024)
¢ % % IMFC-900 | 1 bar, 50°C, 100% CO, 15 (Shi et al.,2024)
Heof $ICMS 1 bar, 50°C, 100% CO; 0.82 (OjEda'z'b"’Z%‘;Z etal,
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FiI* MSLatticeti-3] 22 #- > 23 2% (Cuboid ~ Cylindrical ~ Spherical) ~ & >
SRR BRARE S SPEFEFRD VR AR AP E
% (Triply Periodic Minimal Surface, TPMS) 2. Gyriod

BYD R EH Y S F L K o6 B LT R EE F A A

Bt Aowm ff o~ A BT W2 B B (Jivrakh et al., 2024) o K- B H0A)
{4 % » Chitubox

# Cylindrical 3 = ¥ #p & |

BEE > EEY 5 e F 3 (Standard Tessellation Language, stl) #f %
pro iz {7 % 5 @ * 4K 247 & (3,840 x 2,160 %) 2.3D7| &% 5 » & %gr_i 405

ML £ L R E A B 0 R R A T R

B6. ~F 7 2 7| E° H-A| Rl
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3.2 MRPP sk s7 475

E - @At Rk Y o i r 2 I 7 Aw (¥ C @ ch25wio%) st R
L e MEERR O MFRREXLEF Y -7 B M (Resorcinol-
formaldehyde resin, RF) o 3% 4c » ® A3 Gp{rft 5= f o #F iR > 4 2
B % = fe- 7 PEAt"s 3 F Bt fia (Methacrylate Resorcinol Phenolic Polycondensate,
MRPP)F B 4 o B {4 %MRPP+E & 4~ « ¥ ##HDDAZ% % A4=4>#%TPO=3 R & » 185

MRPP £ 5e 4% + 45 S 5M » 4o -
s 838(
: : | Gu\

s MR —8y o MR —Ey- Vet HtEs + H##HDDA

* % E{LREDLP
s NEBFAwa * PAANEE * AR ETPO
s HEX _—& * MRRP7E $4h

Bl 7.MRPP & a5 & = j 42 6]
3.3 F i WA
MRPP st 57 fit7q ] ~ D7 Er il S 7 Er 2 iR m B 15 0 & % 4R N
TEN o REF AR ST RATRAE HAMAF § LEF RS TS
@Mi% WERESFE FIVEERd A A 2 AL T IR R
TR RREE- HCOEN o ATV Y B B R G R R KT
Mot H BT RHARAIHEF R LG R8s & £ N M-CX > X5 CO
EILPER o ) L H

% tb & doH S T

3D 7| Ep 4% % B AR

B8 W
12



=~ FRH KV AHTER
4138 = %

ERERKRY O AWIEEZFRE LIS ZE A X F BT 11100%
COE (7% & » 4r®9(a) » M-C3w it % £ %30°CP+F § £2.26 mmol/g & 50°Cp*
¥ :2£1.63 mmol/g - H P BB AT £ F R itar 3 2 R B AR S A i o BI9(D)
Pl BT f RBEFTPREF ) s 5 BT 215% CO/N2f HiFEE 7 b 'l &
BRIy £ 4845 22100% CO24p 07 » H ¢ M-C3ex %ti§ A& 50°CPE v ¥ % £0.35
mmol/gm 4p fe i% 2 T % & % Fipk0E et (Commerical Granular Activated Carbon,
CGAC) & 0.13mmol/g - 24§ Fg3- B e 22 § R 3%+ > BI(c) > & 2H#
#5383% v AR E S FlR RS o

(a) (b)
os
= 30 » 30C
e 50°C * o 50°C
- . A 70C & 70°C
. v 90°C 0ed * v s0C
G . B
E 15 A . E
® . » g 0.4+
: MR *
104 * N .
2 v 3 3)‘ A . i
8 8¢ )
0s v 'y
0.0 Y T - T T 0.0 1 - T T T T
N NLy uLe uLH u.c12 CGAC NN el uLe uLe NL2 CGAC
Material Matenal
(© 10.5 2 % 225

BIOBF - fi A e~ f BT 107 e R & i 18 (a) 100% CO2 ; (b) 15% CO2/N2f
ETSHR &) P R E SRS RY

4.2 mivd A

Ik

Pkl a s BEF ) 4am 402012 12015 ro b B en Bl & R R TR A 4
BB R F A NE T s eB102 F B o K2016E 47 A2 dh e T ] foib e
B Fs RAZE10002 % chd AR KL~ - § (a0 52019# 117 22p & 2305 ¥
AP PP B RATERAERE 2 T F CRDBH AT o R

OB LB PEELGRT 0 ¥ - PEECUR P %5 (Low Pressure Flash Tower, LPFT) »
13



o E R4 RT0% 0 F i UK BASF R s e H 1 0 F1486930% § FICO2
TR o RIpF EHRE BIL LT A 4R
4 NF 2L EYER T A o h R EEE 32 CCS3t 4 #12019# =t F #iCO;
T3 202435417 (581+2)> ® 2 FoRA oY C HP L HERG AL
§§$iowﬁﬁww»zﬁi:ivaﬁﬁﬂ»@’wﬁﬁﬁwaz % % A
FAARIIEHZAF B RAY - F CRBAERF L A
BhERIBHEEF S EHRT ﬁf'“i‘tff*'*’ﬁ? A

T E s Aok 2977 0 1 it

HHF g =

Receiver|line area of
mini 3D seismic survey

& OBS (Ocean Bottom Seismometer);
used for monitoring of micro-
seismicity and natural earthquakes

4 OBC (Ocean Bottom Cable): used for
2D seismic survey and monitoring of
micro-seismicity and natural
earthquakes.

¢am Rccelver line area of
3D f.enqnhc survey

) ) 3 4 Sk

5. Geowopcal Survey. lext snd

B110.°F | 4 CCS/x 8438 % 2 & £~ % %03 £ B (Japan CCS Co., Ltd., 2025)

% 2. # CCS 34 % # a 4« (Japan CCS Co., Ltd., 2020)

§ i FY2016 FY2017 FY2019 KPP
CO, ¥ ¥z t/h 25.3 24.3 26.4 25.3
A GJIt-CO, 0.923 0.882 0.915 0.949
FT KWht 19.8 21.0 18.8 19.2
I 4L GJIt-CO, 1.20 1.16 1.18 1.22

FY2019 1 AR L 5§ 27 “BRZEEZ T T
118 GII-CO*277.78 KWHIG) “1=327.78 KWh/t-CO; (+* 1)
327.78 KWh/t-CO,*7.43 = [kWh “?=2435.41 = t-CO; (3* 2)
2 1:1 GJ = 277.78 KWh

L2E T @ 30002 g EH S ERET T4~

14



AT TR E O B }’;\VE:‘%_ 4/:;}%;@:?@( F OV RRRHEE) 0 B
T AR M-C3 J3bE i i f F WSS 15% CO2/N2 - 1€ 5 488 & %
$#F50°C F5ivEprs i@ * ZHVA e 0 % M-C3wsrg= 3 i garfofs B i
BEA G R MC3L AWt F VE > PRRTE FEI Y 2 BB rdiE

PR ITE S A 3 e R R A § R R G
3~7) > BEEEF M leps 3 v EF 013 % o ig M3 T /] 42 CCS £12435.41 ~
[t-COz > @ ¥hitts = & g =% 0.30 ~/t-CO2 ©

%3 APLUHA A

R 0.77 kW
£ 25 0.77 kW
FOE a4 Tl 0.6

£ R HEEH | pF COz% £ :0.36 mmol*(24*108)=0.38 t-COo/h (5¢ 3)
2t 1 COzZ—a x 0.6 X 0.77 kW X ——2 _ = 0.051 kWh/t — CO, (5 4)

'1200°C ) 0.38t—C02/h
. _ . 110°C 1t-C02 _ -
£ 4 17 COqz: 1200 X 0.6 X 0.77 kW X 038t-coz/n 0.111 kWh/t — CO, (5" 5)

MR REFEY SR EESF 30 0 - 221200 pF 0 F T R HcE 330 & 1Y
T ERBRT 261~ Ff:‘-rrlﬁ,? EW
2 %4:0.051 kWh/t-CO2*2.61 ~/kWh=0.13 ~/t-CO2 (5" 6)
£ 4:0.111 kWh/t-CO2*2.61 ~/kWh=0.30 = /t-CO2 (5" 7)
2 leRCO2f8 £ 4 :0.43 = /t- CO2 (51 8)

15



E G }%—%4
5.1 SWOT+USED 4 45

AT FSWOT A 47 0 B % 4o BI11977 o % it 2 B4 (Strengths) > 3 ,‘%ﬁ“
d MRS s S L 2 T R TR Y o ¥ % (Weaknesses) &t
FEISAZER KB E2LAGESRWE S U] - P w7 1R ~ 54 4%
fovm et W ]3¢ 11D B9 B 2 ¥ € (Opportunities) - = 4* (Threats) = *H 38R *& %]
% oo 0 B 2 {e3D s B HE R o

SWOTH

BEFERMEEGE BEEBERE

E AR P AT

B11. A% 7 2. SWOT A #4
SWOT 4~ 472 © {5 > ¥ 12 {8 $JUSED (Use, Stop, Exploit and Defend) z_ 4 47 %

Js* o 4eRl12 o F B (Use): ()32 A » 7 3 3D 7 B Gyroid g 37 v bk su o

E3F v Ao f R v EHR OB/ PESR A7 FCOEREIRA IR
ETOARREL G IRCFHRIEBELE o QMR R IFE 0 A
CO &7 0437w rf 238 1 3y 1% 5 st i 8 9~ 77 5 1 BRI L ePBLng
oo by E (Stop)p v WF B REFE A BN R o XS ¢

(Exploit):(1)a 7 #c i » 21 ¥ 5 ~ B IVE (TR T - B ERED F (Iop i
*E) o RAFL R ER o (QIFE R o I E R EIRE O
Fr R ZF T S ATERARP E AP L FA s o 7 ER 4 (Defend):(1) 2
AR BRG FEMEE TR R QTS E > KBk E A
WA FE R EHE -
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BBE AT BRI R

ERED

YEREAHISE
(EREFESSIE

RORO
RORO

FIEHE

iR B RER

B12. %7 3 2. USED % +7

52 STPA +7

STP4 47 (Segmentation, Targeting and Positioning) » 4-B]13 o 5 L » = 3L 3
% I5 (Segmentation) s PHiFE 1 K2R B PR S XA Foodo s E s P A
PR P B s BOYARE ® o PR B (Targeting) 3K Y < Al 3 AP F R
SRR N FR kIR R A FE o PR ks R R
AT IMEFMAACCSHF RS Z o MFAFFL 2B BEE > EF Ml b w
Yo o T ORCA TR
AR R A B A £ RS A L i B A hCO R

X
SR N FORARBRSMRREY R T R pEE R oo

EEAFL MY AN e AR 3 g = (Positioning) 5 &

W

BRI A ROTIRE
BRIHE
— wEEm
—— BETS
— EBAY
«  wEEm
BERRIBRRTT R

B13. 2% 7 2. STPA 17
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