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Improving Japanese Inter-sentential
Predicate Argument Structure Analysis
with Contextual Information and
Similarity between Case Structures
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and YuJs1 MarsumoTo 1

We improve Japanese inter-sentential predicate argument structure analysis
with contextual information and similarity between case structures.

Two types of clues have been often used in previous work. One is local
contextual information based on centering theory, and the other is semantic
information such as co-occurrences between a predicate and an argument can-
didate. However, those approaches fail to identify the nominative argument
in the sentence “He turned himself in to police”, even if the document has a
sentence like “The police arrested him.” Thus, we propose a new method using
global contextual information and similarity between case structures in order
to exploit global contextual information over a document.
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SCRRFEIERSSARAT C I Z B35 L RO S S HET T e b, CERROHGHREE
(XR) ZWA BT ENEETHS.

AREICIE, SUROERZEE LT, BT 2550 BT 8 2B O 2 FV 2 JRT
SR E, T RTOXONE#RZ IV % KIBSURTEHRO BT DN TR 5.

2.1 RBFXARTEROFIA

ARG LEREOB O ED O BT BV 2D U VY 2% LI, BIT51E Salience
Reference List (SRL)? 27z FEZIER LTS, SRL I « i« TH% « =A% D
FEhiZ 1 DT DT % 4 DDAT Y b 55550 XA NT, ROFIHTIEKT 5.

(1) CEOFID SIS & AATAREHIC OV T A0y M4 T 20 %S

(2) FZUT2HAEAT Y MIHENT S

(3) TTIKATY MIHEMEIN TV EE5EE, LHEEXLUTENT S

(4) &S ZBEOERNE TR IET

R 513 SRL 2+t > 2 Y ¥ 7D < HAGERRISHIT LT 7L & AR,

T OME) > IR IR > MR (28 > BEEEHE (G > Zoft
CIEFRATI TR U, COEFIEHARETIEED X S R DBERENRT VL Z/RL T
Wa.

ROBIXEFR 1 ZMNT, TBIR L) OARD SRL IC & % iz Rd

R 2T 7 KGR 1, EARK) ZIRELED, TUYY - 07 K &
CHEBEL, (oA (FRERELE.

SRL BRAITRTDATY bAETHS. £T (1) IZDVTHN, (1) &/ BERD T/ W
DA\ hEHS. KIS (2) IKDWTHAN, (2) ZIKEOTIKODZATO Y M EHD 3.
BRI (3) IDWTHAN, (3) I/ MEED TN DAy M d iz %.

RIS TETZ SRLIC KB L RJUAE TR TmU Y o> - 0y 7 RIH] THS.

2.2 KEXARIEROFIA

XEEAROXRERZ % 1 DOJFEL LT, SHEBEHED, DL 50 lDRFEDEHE L
THbNIZON E VS EROFIHABEZ BND. Thid, YRV Y FTHRONEN S,
HRHARBLS N 59 & —~HIHIC K > 4 HCHICZ DR TV EWV S MRS DN T

£ 1 SRL I X 2 fiR#ihil
Table 1 A sample analysis with SRL
LEL)) &) @) (3)
- Py XTI 7KK | Ry XTI KM | TV 12 - a2 7 K

~
P

IR

(IR 1 IRER

& 2 #Eifio CHAIN.LENGTH HMOfH
Table 2 The value of CHAIN_LENGTH feature of each candidate

BiEY (o) | &S,
At 2 3
ERE<E=32) 1 1
B 4t 0 0
Bt 1 1
SRR 0
i 0
Bath 1

X T-] BHEMIC AL RN EZRg.

V3.

2.2.1 CHAIN_LENGTH it

B 51, EERDMAEIE & 25 Tz &0 D EEE A O (CHAIN_LENGTH
M) ELTHOWEDY, ROXEER 2 ZHVT, HROXEEREOHZRT. &
B SRR, BH L TV 2BFEDRITICH 2 G - EIEERHOMNTIE T TIE
LLFTFHBNTVB ERELTWES 8, TTTEZENICHS.

A3 AR ZBE, Biilo 24 #RERL.
;:EIEEW‘E]%LZJ: 9] s %ﬁfC&Fﬁi%aj %(a)‘
H’Eﬁ\'b‘%i(&%ﬁ&b(b) TWiz56 L,

XU TEIET I (o) KDWTER S, HEMIE TA ), IRERR ], B, [
DADTH5. TAL) X TRRE] & TRERL) DHEIIZS> TWADTE 2, REEER] &
e 3Znzn TRE & TRRL) DHEHEE-STWVADTHE 1 &%, —J/5, B

*1 XEDIEHD S BE QST 21TV, TR A T 5838055 L OLIcH 5 LT S
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xR 3 AGXDFPFRGEICHT S USED RO R4 Imamura SOFEEREICKIT S USED DM
Table 3 The value of USED feature of each candi- Table 4 The value of USED feature of each candi-

date under this paper’s experimental set- date under this paper’s experimental set-

ting ting
E*E?(ﬂ) E&)(b) E*E‘?(a) ﬁ&b(b)

At 1 1 At 1 1

AE AR 1 1 AE AR 1 1
B 0 0 B #t R N
e 1 1 e 1 1

FIHBAFE - 0 SE[mIBHE 0 -
it - 0 i 0 -
Bah - 1 Bt 0 1
WERK - - [EX - 0
R - RV - 0

xﬂjuﬁ%ﬁkﬁgﬁwg&%r

FEDBFEDOIHICE RS> TWEVDT, fHliZo &ik5.

T, TESH) o) CDWTEZS. HERME TA L, FdERR], TB#L, M2, T
FBAFE] |, [Thth) | [BAth) O 7D TH%. [FERR) & TREF) & THE 3EE k-
TN 0 (1], THEHE) & THEHE) W& 108, TA #) 13 3 872D T, CHAIN_LENGTH %
DEFZFNEN0,1,3 Lix5%.

2.2.2 USED %%

Imamura 5 &8HS & EREOBILMN S, BEEMHHLEHCEE LTlbhizhESh e
5 EAED TR A E OFEM (USED 21 & LTHWED. $4bb, USED #it
¥, CHAIN_LENGTH #£M%A 0 %54, 0 ThW\WiabidEEA%. ik b USED &%
EIEKT 2RI DL IS,

%3, Imamura 5 DFEERFE T CRTENGEHAT Td o T H B DRERRAIZAEDO H
XL ED TN ZITo TOBM, FIEEEHEIE 102.2 & 2z D IERERHIF 2 [F—C AN
DIERMH & LRTO X CHIC RS T B DICBEL TV 3. ThbDE, BiEDH XK DHTDX
MBS B %D 5 B, USED ZEOMHEA 0 DL DIRIEBMEIZ L TVERY. 207,
FLALD USED #HidRA4DISIC1 L5,

2.3 EREMOHBLE

1HITHERZLE S s T~HEAET S & [~ES#FLIZ] 20D 2 DDHEICONT, Z
NEMHEEIL TWB E ES D EIA 2T e UT, FHEROH CHEHRE (PMI) Z5H5E
TEFEMERSNTBY.

&6 LR

£ 5 SRL I X 2451 Table 6 “used” information of each candidate
Table 5 A sample analysis with SRL b5 CHAIN LENGTH
N R ESual
A W R MiEhidTs | 1
7 A A 2 s | 1
= - i MERTS | 1
Z DAt A - 0

2DDHRE 1 & ex DEFELEIIRATERIN, KEOGEZHWTEHETES. HiEe
WBFBEEHDEEEXD, e1,e0 TNEFNORFEE wv, 8% dg &5 5. 5B Cler,e2) &2
DDFHE e(z,d) e(y, f) M d & fHI—/SAFICBNTHICERICZ > TWBEETH 5.

. P(El,ez)
pmi(e1, e2) = log m
€1, es 0(61,62)
Plenea) = s s el )y, )

L TAMNT DT, RISHETHDZED FL VM ERTNIHEZ VT & &, FHED
EEREEICHO TV S DY KEONERIE LT NI RSB NC EHMERTHS.

3. KEMARTERE LT ORBEDHELIZEDFIFA
ROXEDNGE THEY B OHROXMEHAEZE A 5. (BRI TA) TH%)

IFEE—HOGHE RN DOARET A Zifli L7z
I B X TIIHNZH L T

REFTNZNERVEELE] 2GRl TV 5.

JRATREHR E UT SRL ZHWBTTIE, &5 DX312ED, TOERDSIEME-S
T IE MERENTLUES. —J, KESUREHRE UTOMGEDIEE LT EibNnizlmn
BEHACMTTIE, ReDXIIED THFE) » ME#H) LT TA] FEITEL 1[ED
ﬁ%&@f TIN5 EIEENDDERL.

TT, RTIORLIEZENTNOHD A HZR S L, IDAET S & TEdilid 3] &
Mt&o&@%ﬁofhb HE LIz AW 2AMEE L D1k, BELZAMEHENS
ATREMEDY SN T E N TRTE S,
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Table 7 Argument distributions of each case structure (Sorted by frequency)

HSE | 1599 HAHEBETS | 5651 TS | 82112  zd#idS | 69973  AEHT S

136 = 702 HE 15285 A 10449  Hf
117 LA 698 2 23 8484 & 6357 il
96 {3 376 B 5563 2] 3377 JusE
68 A 368 & 2804 % 2289 %
63 2] 230 8] 1188 LA 2245 Big
36 i 177 = 1185 S 2000 KE

I 30 DA 153 T 763 5 1861 Tk
26 A 137 E75] 671 BEZ 1744 e
23 e 132 BT 587 kcA 1579 r—2
22 NG| 127 A 562 K 1543 (iR
21 peglid 126 AR 482 s 1309 e
20 B 115 =Yy 449 N4 1111 HFE

LA L, JEITRUTEEL D IC 2 i Cab 7z SR /2 SRR E RS AT IS WV 2 BT T
&, TOBAERZS T LIETERY. Z T TR T T DIz S 29I,
BEEDHELEZRAVIESERITBEDONRZIZET 5.

AEITE, FIEMEEOHLEZERL, RICHEMBEMRHTNORHAEIC DOV TIRNS.

3.1 RBIBEDHELEDESR

AWETCIE ThEHEE | 2B L RFEOM L E&K L, 2 DOMILEMMU X S HIHD %2
ROLE, TREEMHNUL TVD ) LERT 5.

2 DDIEDT p, ¢ DFELUE Sim(p, q) & Jensen-Shannon divergence (LT JS XA /3—
VIVALER) ZRAVTROESICEET 5. HREHALEZFHETZIE, ThENnok
FEEICHBWT, HHOGEHMETRET 2T & T, HEOMMZIERELTBL LT 5.

Sim(p, ) =1-JS(p,q)

KL(p,q Zp i

:fsz loga(o) + 3 () log (o)

(o) = P ale)
JS(w.0) = 5 (KL(p,1) + KL (g, 1)
1 p(z) q(z)
=3 (fi:f’ 10%‘5@513@7’*‘253‘7 ) log p@a+q(z)>

® 8 iRRHEIALIE

Table 8 Similarities between case structures

NEHETS | MEfidS | Z@ds | BEHITD

NHET S 1 0.4590 0.7568 0.3777
Midid 2% 1 0.4861 0.3654
T % 1 0.4044

WERT 1
JS ZAAN—V TV ADOEEKD, & PO ARzt U LOMy ERNFRE 755 Tz LTz

IS BAN=Y 2V RIF 2 DDORMOFLEZKZ RET, TOMHEANEWZ EHHTY
TWBZeiERT. XeRDOK D HRMZEED.

e 0<JS(p,g) <1

e p=qDEENDZDEEDH JS(p,q) =0

e JS(p,q) = JS(q,p)

TDEXSIC U TRDIASESLE O 2R 8 IRT. [NHET ] & Zdltd 5] ©
RO ERZ SN TVE T e Th 5
&%K%&@23Ffﬂ«k$&awmf,%m%m%ﬁb&<f%ﬁmﬁa,19®X
HENOKEOHLEZEETEZ2HRTENTWVS

3.2 iEE &EﬁLﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁmrwmi

B BMFEORMIE p &, et n OEKGEMNTERE H = {h1,ho, -+, h,} OFELUE
Sim2(p, H) ZRDEBOEFETS. HIZ ~2ANS ], [~%EHS | LD, &iAfnh
HHLUTWBAEELNNICIHE BT 6 ODEATH S. 58, n LIUSEIRICH 2 KM D
IESERTRIES H SBT3 5.

Sim2(p, H) = max (Sim(p, h:))

Bz, 4t s DIEMERTEIRE [7Z28Hd 5, DEET 2] ZRD5A,
& (hZHRT 5| LREOSMELER
Sim2(WEZFT 5, { Zidffid 5, HEHETS })
= max ({Sim(DWLHT %, Z#HHd %), Sim( NELHT 5, HEHET S })
= max ({0.3654, 0.4044})
= 0.4044
L&D, 04044 ERFD.
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3.3 NHIEHEERFTICE T BFIA

DIECrE 2 U T ASMEE & TERESMRATE I OBLE Sim2 (& XX EIESEMRITOTH M0 &
LTHWAZ EWNTZES.

Bz, TEE Ul OHEDRE T, TRFE], TAL, THEH ] OZNZENOBHICONT,
BOBO Hidhid 5], [Z8HHd 5], [WEHT 3 OENEMTREZROOT, il
JEIXFNZN 0.4590, 0.7568, 0.3777 L3KE D, REFMUZOEWEDZENL, TN
TIELLBEZRIETEHT EDVah 5.

4. BIEE & IRIEERTIE R DRRLE % B U o SRR S AR SRR

41 RBAA

N—RAFA VI
e CHAIN LENGTH HEHDEHIC/E - Tz a1
e USED HEMHLFOX THEICE>ThE S
o CASE_SIM #&#§iti & EMGE T BIEOBLE (RETFL)
DENZZNZNHAEDET, HREOEWEHIET 2HBETo 7. HIALRTIX, H
ST XNTHDBRSIR L, N5 OffhT & 2t ORISHNTE T X TEL {fFbh
e e LTz,

MRS OO FRICIX, FESAY, web M SIEE LK 5 B icnf LT JUMAN! &
KNP*2 % W\ CIRHESEMNT L RESURT L 722 0% X0, dheE & SO E N LR D 2
FOxtE 1,101,472,855 33 % Lz,

4.2 IR - FFHET— 5

KREEROE L FMICIE NAIST 7F A b 3—/8Z 1.48'9 ZH . NAIST 73 & b
O—78 R 148 BHEEKETF A B 3—78 & Version 3.0 **%Z7tiC, 199541 H 1 HHS
17T HETOLREHE W20 &1 ANS 12 AFTOMFERTE K2H) D4
XU T, RGBSR, e OB, HalOSEGZ Y /77— Liza—
IRATH%.

*1 http://nlp.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/nl-resource/juman.html

*2 http://nlp.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/nl-resource/knp.html

*3 SR DRBUITNEN, BIEAK 801 7, %KY 288 J1, X:KY 15994 iTHB

*4 http://nlp.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/nl-resource/corpus.html

*5 BIFAM SR LTe Ao P 28 45a ED, Biffed Hidd T & T, Wk L FRRICRBERNED 5N E. A
TR E LW,

B1 b—FRAYEFEFIVEAVEHAZE

Fig.1 Argument identification with B2 F—FRAYRETIVO¥EYE

Fig.2 Training of Tournament model

eLeft - INTRA_Z'  hEE o Left - NONE ==
Right |\ TRA_D" - whEE Right — INTRA" -
INTRA_LD INTRA_Z INTER NONE

QLeft - INTER' it
—————————

2 .

Tournament model

o]

51
B

- INTRA_Z', INTER, INTRA'[FZNENBRAE
- INTRA"(Z(a)&EfE > TROHIEBAIE
* ALL"(E(b)&EfE > TROHERAE

AHETIE, NAIST 7F A ba—/8Z 148 h 5 —EE RN EDERNRI, HT
LT VA LU A TA%, 5 EIOREWEZ{T> Tz, £, MHRET BRI LT
MeCab 0.98*" & CaboCha 0.60pred*® % FVEHERMT « % 0 2 RAT - [EA LB =
1otz

4.3 BHREETIV

AIFERTIE, AFEEMLERTZ 2 DDOERREIC T T2

1 BB H T, GBI UC, MRS KNI GRESICEREGR> TV B E0D) « STNIE
GREEICHERE SR> TWEWED) - XMIETH 556, RELS LWHEIIENTHZ20 %, £
NENOEAETT IV ZHWTRDS. &, KX TEUTENENOEZ INTRA_D,
INTRA_Z, INTER ¢ & 5. WERAETZETIVCIE F—F A FEFLVY ZHVE.

2 BREE T, 1 BREE RS- INTRAD, INTRA_Z, INTER DR LHEHICHLTEN
MEHT 5 CAPHICHRFEE WD) DIHTHS00, & L IEBENEZRZZ0VON
FHET Bz, b—F AV METFIVERGWE 2BEAOMEIIR 1 DXL IC
(a) INTRA_D, INTRA_Z D LB SNHRFEDIHS L
(b) (a) THH LA >TEZEDE INTER O EH SAMGEDIES LD
(c) (b) THH EN o TERLDIPRFEDETHZNE S W
D 3O 2 ESFEETIICHEILTITS.

22 (a),(b),(c) DIETITY, FHIOIEKIZE 2 DX SIITS.

*6 T DO D¥ 11 HFDFdHz RNz
*7 http://mecab.sourceforge.net/
*8 http://chasen.org/~taku/software/cabocha/
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4.4 FHLFEHR

R=RAFALVDHREUEL LT,

o RFHODFES - MEETGHICEE T B H M

FEATRANEAHIC BE S B EE5L - HiGE - BRI, HBIIEICRE T 51T
o SRL ICBHY 2 JapfrseliRic B9 2 251k
o RGEE & A OISR ESEOERICEI 9 2 A%

EWvolz, BHSOFEEN EHVE.

HETIVOIIEIHCIE Support Vector Machine (SVM)'? &7z, ! A—3bdii
BA—IVERAWV, 18T A—=2IET T4V M Uiz, SVM IZEWIUEREN Z2RH, EX
TLOFEMESZHANTEEEE LI Ve EN, TEREEMNTORD ZURNT A ETlibn T
g, 13)14)

4.5 FF i #5 1%

AFERTIE 2 DOMREZILZTAND T & T, REFEOMREZFHET 5.

1 DEIESHEEMAEDAEZ L TH S, X9, XEEE S DFMGEICH L TENENEIE
I & TRCIEZ RS B, ORI SN TIRELE F—F XY FETILOD
BEEZ Wz, RIEBEEEOFTNE DD SIEICINR, UEBWVHE Ointer ZZELETEZ L
T Precision & Recall D FL—RATNED X S I LIzDOhEFHET %. Precision,
Recall ZXAX 72 N CEIA L.

ERVED inter AEDIE U  AET E T2 XHIHADEK
ML DM i per LA D ST DEL

_ ABHEED e, L EDIE U S [FE T E TV B HIHOE

- T A MCTHWW X EEOEL

Precision =

Recall

2 DHIZY AT Lakh 5 Rz X HRFEERG ST OMEREZE T, INTRA D, INTRA _Z,
INTER IZDWT Precision, Recall, F-measure Z X\ HWTHEL .

Hﬂmwn:yx%A®&ﬁ®5%®E%ﬁ
VAT L U T TEE

Rwdh:vz%A@ﬁﬁ@%%@E%ﬁ
T A MTHWZIEEL

2 - Precision - Recall
Precision + Recall

F — measure =

*1 F#E LIBLINEAR (http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/~cjlin/liblinear/) Zf\ 7z,

3 HRESCHRRRERSGENTREE D Precision-Recall HIFHEL
Fig.3 Comparison of Precision-Recall curve for inter-sentential argument identification of

nominative case

}Aﬁu‘
- *‘
0.60 M aiih,
A
Aaa,
s
0.55- *‘\ s
5 -y W
= A
u A
Feature
0.50- b B —
g [ ] Y baseline
o -y N
g -“ SN 4 baseline +CASE_SIM (Proposed)
. A
g 0.45- " "l.. ‘A = baseline +CHAIN_LENGTH [lida et al.]
.. oy baseline +USED [Imamura et al.]
L] A
L] A AA
0.40- L]
"a L] i A
gy A
ns A
.I o A
0.35- 4 A
LT
s
"u
]
I I I I I
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Recall
4.6 REBHER

EIE[EIE D Precision-Recall fiffZR 3 IcR:9. XKD, ERTFHEEIR—AT 1 »
CHAIN_LENGTH %M « USED £ & [ LT, Precision, Recall & &1C& <, HZ[FE
TE5Tehbhb.

Kic, XEEFECMA, XANOHEFAES ZDEY AT LEEROFiEREZR 9 IR
I, BEFEEZAVS &I, INTRAZ Tld CHAIN_.LENGTH #M° USED £ AH
Precision A& AY, INTRA_D OfEHTHEEZHEICE 31 INTER @ Precision DA EiC
RELHLELTWBI DM B.

F7z, IRETE% CHAIN.LENGTH £ USED M L HAADETHNWS T & T,
EHIC INTER ORENM L TES T &b ok,

5. RYE[D

BEFEZHN TR USRI ZRHRE T & T, EDL I EMENE>TWEH
IZDWTHHT 5.
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Table 9 Comparison of predicate argument structure analysis of nominative case

INTRA_D INTRA_Z INTER
P R F P R F P R F
N—RTAY 78.9 90.5 84.3 44.7 59.6 51.1 17.6 16.2 16.9
+A (CHAIN_.LENGTH #M) 79.9 | 90.4 | 84.8 | 51.4 | 60.1 | 55.4 | 17.9 | 24.9 | 20.8
+B (USED #1%) 80.0 91.0 85.1 50.6 61.0 55.3 17.3 21.9 19.3
+C (CASE_SIM #1%) 79.1 90.6 84.4 45.4 60.3 51.8 19.7 18.4 19.0
+A+C 80.0 90.3 84.9 54.6 61.3 57.8 17.7 26.8 21.3
+B+C 79.9 90.9 85.1 51.7 62.0 56.4 17.8 23.0 20.1
+A+B+C 80.0 90.6 85.0 54.9 61.4 58.0 18.0 27.1 21.6
P, R,F EZMNZMN Precision, Recall,F-measure Z/~x9. P,R OFNII%.

5.1 dEa15

FERCMHH Uz NAIST 7F A R a—/SA TR T&FH+72) IOV TEiEE L TR TD
FENTVBED, FNEERMOFFEEIRZEANRLS D, R UMEHFETHL DIRR
LB bhns. 721 2 IThs] &, FHEEKICEERITRL, Ha s L GhiEz
BT 2137z 6&ENHS. COXHIREDEIC 2T XS EARINTIERD &K 5 HHHID
Holz.

COHEHETE HABED XY a Uity 2 H 5V =< Y OPIERD T - /R HIC
LB N T LA L HFPUATHICE T R > TERT 2SI LT,
E—27 T\ « AfE, HiERE - N\ ETH-o 7z,

4/
~
B 5 37 22 TRRFROF LA NUARELOE, 1 5450,
mHHEEEEEETFL LTI L— LTV,
EBAA, ZTROVEDEFZBICL > TE [EEE] ITENEL, D

CNSRHEAZEFEXAILT, MITETIVZES T & THUMEETH S.

5.2 MEEENFES

SREIOFEERTIE, NEFiT 5 NEHT %) REOVETFE 1 DDMEL LT 723,
iz d 51 LWoie THFEEBIE+9 %) DIFEORFHRIFHIC T3] L L THRk-Tz.
FEITIEBEE (95 ) IENENZERIIRL, ZOROLFANTEEERERD. TDXD
BHDIE TEEETRRA) L XIZN3Y. Lih-> T, HEREBIFR G B TS 2 )

59 3581C0d, ZOMOYLAZEDTROINETHD, &k, MOBEIRFREEO/ME L
T 825251 O (522 RENEFENS.
BN ZRD K S LRl H -7z

[%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁci{ﬁﬁ/\% LTl )

[ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬂf‘&a% LIRS, EDBEEZHERICLTH D, B ZMIEE R, ]

TS IIHEREFGFE SRR T 1 DOMBGEE LTS T2 ANEVWEEZ NS,
5.3 hEEDEERRE

FCBFETER T L—LIC K> TREZENHiZ LT D 5.

Bz 13,

EHORMBETH S TREFHEHRS 55 D HIH, TSSO Ot AFHH

—ENHBREG - ZOTEBL 5 L—) LEY 2HmHEZRIINEICEH Lz,
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COLE, Wbl T OBRVEHEIZERNE ) IR, BT Z2RRICED DL
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LWV O XETIIRGE (5502 ) BT 5. LTAW, TEEDHS ] 1IcidPix<ed Yy
LEED D | Lol TREFEDS ] EWVok 2 DOMENH S, BETHETIETH
5Z2KHIL TV,

F7z,

HHHARE y Lo TBETZIECHE LT, 5% LR, (il & SICEFERETH Ak
BE NIz,
FFILTH S LAFfIC, MEODEEZERICLTED., RN EED,

EWVIEICLBITS [HD] BFRET, Mzl b ke ~GHEZEZEFD] &
WO HERHBH, ThHEXFPITERERL.

NS T L— LB TICHEE OIS 2RO T, BhEziE 7 L— LT LKA
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6. FELHLESERDFRE

L TV S RRETEREE AT IC BV CUIRIEEIE W5 72D DFHEIC DV TR U e,
FATIIZE Tl RIS Z BB EREATIC B VLTI DD JTHEE LT, V2 Y VU H
FICED TR L, HEIRMAEE o e EEE R E UTHWSED, IREINTEk.
ETAD, WTNOFEEZAWTS, X Z@ L] L0 XETZFENRNMDIC THEL
Tel OAREN X TH2 LHETZBT LIETERN oK. Z T TARMXTIE, M8G5
Al RS & EE L, MBS OMELUE &RGEEGERT OB V3 FEERE L.
THUTED, IX) W EfiLTz) OIETHB5E, THE Liz) OHEN X Th2nHelk
MENEVWS T EIZABND KDk T
Fiz, HWEEEBRED, BETEEMVS T LT, [ERORRFEENGERT & D KD
BT LMol ESIGRDHEBIOIED, RETDEEDELZED L D /5T,
o BERETNGARS & & Vo HEEERICIE B R R WIS, IRiloBEEEiz sk
MWTERWN
o EROEME & DFETHHELUEZ > £ ehb b
bWwo izl Ehghotz.
SHOMEITFEIC 3 DH D,
o I aTZHERZHFILXAL TUHTZT &
o BHEEHFAMEADNBETV AR LA, TNZ 1 DO#EEE LTS C
o EROEHREFOBEZXA L THLUERLZT &
THD. BPFED NAIST 7F A b a—/8ATIE, [FEH 51 D) HREEROKT L—L
ZRHOLDTHRICKAZ L TVDT, FNHDEERT A M 1T9 I2oIc, ik T
L—LENETZT L 5BOBETHS.
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