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HRHVEBSREIER ¢, 7 L — XBA ORI Z 1T, 2015
ZWOEZ % 7 L —AX—AHHER (Phrase Based Machine
Translation, PBMT)(1], #XARDE T A% BEROEICH]
T 2HEER— ABIR [2] 72 EORERFIESRE I N T
%, 7L —AX=2FFUTEAM D & 912, FHEINENE
S TIRECBIFREZEZER L Tw 2500, HERED
FENEASK & 73 2 STEMCORMFREEIZ o Thvy, —
73, MaE—ZEERE, HIE & ORI 1 OV 2 2358 2
DLTVERERT, 71— ARX—ZFER & A CRERK
DL %D EDB ., FEEN—ARROTTY, FEHE
M DRECEH % > 72 Tree-to-String FFR [3] 1, FENEAY
K& R 2 FREMCREL DR 2 R 2 HBlT 5 2
ETHIBINT WS, 7272 L, Tree-to-String FFIIEIFRIC
BX U TSR0t L 72z v 2720, T OREX
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W5 4],
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WIS 2, HESURNTERO B A8 IEFEER — AT B W
THRPH Y, ACYEE LTIV EHCL LT, #
TR B2 S e EINT 15 (6. 51, B
WREHER D BAZENG OV 2 I & N 2 RS SCR BT 8 oo EH CL 2
FHok, BUTesot L IERT -2 LRl L 2 a7
MIFL, MEINFR 2 TIEEDOTEEIH O 2R
MARDF =% 238RT 5 L, X ORRNREEBTESZ
EbroTw3 7. 2okHIC, ML F—%
IR, ACYE 2T HEZ2ENE CEE (Targeted
Self-Training) &\»9 ., L& L, [7] DFETHG S 07 ER
WHOEEH L, WOFZDIERET —% 2 ANFTHERT %4
EXRHD, aARBKE,

Z 2 ORI TIE, PEBREHER O B RO 2 2 RN 12
vz 2T, khAdkwaz b RIS SRR O
HOEE 2179 P2 RET 2. AERHIRELZHWS
ET, L DEFEOMNIRa — 2% HAFEHOYE 7 —
FELTHOWEZENTE, IDIFADT R A M
WRNTER ORI B &, ZUZED Tree-to-String BN
ORFKEEE E2 R E 5. ERROKE, FEMEIRRO
JE&ZR L RSURNTER O H A AE 2179 LItk D, &
el OB OB B O SRE AR I BT 5
ZEBbhot,

2. Tree-to-String &J&R

M HUBEIE <1, WEEE f BE 2 ok, H
WS e ~ERIERS N B HER Pr(e|f) 2 AL 2 é %
HET2HEZEZ 5.
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1 BFOL— L Dfl
é = argmax Pr(e|f) (1)

FEATIERIEBRIER O T3, Tree-to-String #FRUILH S 55
DRSO Ty ZWEICH V2 2 LT, 2 SibROEM %
BIRANL— N E L CRIREE 2D, X DEEOEWEE]
WHHE L 72 5. Tree-to-String #FRIZ TR D X ) icEA 1k
TZ5,

é := argmax Pr(e|f)

= argmax ) _ Pr(elf, Ty)Pr(Ty|f) (2)
Ty

= argmax Z Pr(e|Ts)Pr(Tslf) 3)
Ty

= argmax Pr(e|Ty) (4)

2L, Ty EHESORDBEMOHT, b MR EOREOR
Thh, TFTidoTtRIN3,

Ty = argmax Pr(T|f) (5)
f

Tree-to-String FRTH WV L N2 FFOL— 1%, K11
AT K, BEEMMAFRAER » 28O REBNE
EolcRING, K1 OHITIE, x9, 2 2VE S HLZ THE
BERTH S, FUHOBEE, BIFOL—VEEORER &KL
BUZ A B B OMER 2 BB LT, ROMEEDRERZ KD
5, El, WEROE n MORFERZMNT 25460 H
D, ZN% n-best IN&E VT,

Tree-to-String TR CTIZH FFEX DO IXARZHET 2
ET, 7L —AR—ZFERE AT X D REE R RIS
FHTESL, LLl, BXRZHERICAHAT 279, BER
KD SURITER DRI R ESMKET 5 LW I REDVDH
5, ZORBEUWET B0, HEOMSUORE SR E
WX 57T 7 (Hyper-Graph) OREE CRFEL, RESGR
ZHRIFUAEH T % Forest-to-String FHAN [8] HIRE I LT
%, WEXFRZRERICH W2 2 & T, BEOWSIRDERD
H25, BEUBEDORVGIRIZT I MIRZERT S L
NTE, WFREEOWEICOLRH S [9]. Forest-to-String
FERIE TR & ) icEsfhTtE 5,

(é,T¢) = argmax Pr(e|T¢)Pr(Ty|f) (6)
(e, Ty)
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3. WXEBiROBCHFHE

3.1 BCFZTOHME

REOSURbT a0 HO¥E &1, MEOE TFILTEE L
IRNTER DB LR %, ETND¥ETFT—5 L LT
w3 2 &T, WSR2 BTN RO 7 — 2 1GHEIG S &
HE2m LI 2 FETH S, 2% D, ALFEENRDOIL
SR T, 2 (5) IS THEE SR b WSO T %
K&, ZOWXRZREENTEROFAE IG5,
RESCRRNT 8 O H %48 13, Charniak 12 & b #]& CTHEE
i, WSJ a2 — 32 [10] I X > TH¥EH S iR RA
X (Probabilistic Context-Free Grammar, PCFG) €
T % R ESURITE Tk, HOFEEoRRIIS s s
ol btEINT 2 [11]. —75, MX@re 7T Loh
T%, PCFG-LA (PCFG with Latent Annotations) € 7
JVIZHCEEIC X RISICHHTRTEE DS Bd 5 2 L5
nTw3 (12, 23, PCFG-LA E7LVDHEEERET
Wi, ACYEEICHV 2RSOR LD BRER D &
%5130, EM 7L 3V RALICL-T, EfAREHEITE
BRI NI MESCRD 6, B QR z i cE 22 L%
HHIZH T3, AWFETlE, Ik b &I PCFG-LA
ET NIRRT OH Y EH 2 EZ 5.

3.2 BWERICEITIEXEREOECET

WESURHT RO B 28 % LT, BB O RS % My b
S BHETMEIZ L ODEFEET 5. Katz-Brown o 1,
AR Z [13] IS 2R TE O B2 EH 2179
ET, BEMEIER S A 7 2 B ORIFUE LD M | L 7 & e
LT3 [7. ZOETIE, HECITER» I L 72fSoR
DFEAIOHD S, WO Z DREED R D & < & 2HXKRZ
HOAHICHM S 2 B WH S AE 2 W T, @ o Oy
HEDBRNAACEEHZHEBIL T3,

AN TR, HOR Ty I VT, RFZ S
NIJEFREX f 2 ERT 230~ 2 BIEL reord(Ty) 2 7E
#BL, YATAIZKBMAREZ ZIEMIRE R £+ L Hlg
T2 A3 7B score( £, f) CEMIiT 5. EHIHbN
BHESOR Ty 13, WSRO Ty o U TFORIC K 5T
ERING,

Ty = arg max. score(f"*, reord(Ty)) (7)

F 72, LS 1T Tree-to-String BRI B 1 2 R SCEMT
MOHCEEHOMRZHEEL T 5 (6. ZOWZEICK S
&, Tree-to-String BIFUC B W T HRESUENTER O H O E
E—EDRRERLTWS, L, OISR
Wréansth /) U7z 1-best Rz 28 ICHIHT 285 O H A H
OFAZGTED, BENHOYEICOWTEBEES
TV,

AIFAETIE, 2o DIF%EE b LI, Tree-to-String FHER
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B T RSt OB A Q¥ E ORI A Z RET 2
RELARETIE, ZOTEOFM, &k OWREMGEET 2.

4. BEBEROBEZERUICBCFE

BH A ICB O TEER ML, FEICHHT2 7 —
FaVPIGERT B0 E W) HTH S, DETIEAIAT
5, BOEHICHO 2R EHESOROERE, X0
KOFEREICOWTIBRR S,

4.1 BIXAROZERE

3.2 fiiCii 7z, Katz-Brown & DENHCEE [7] T,
ANFTER S N EERI I D IF A T — 7 &
WESCRENTER DN LN 2 77— % L DR 21TV, %
SIEENEVWDDOEZEET—2 L LTGEIRT S, LaL,
ANFCHIENIGZER T 27%DICIEZRER IR N »o
TLFEW, REBELT—9 %2 AFTHERT 2 2 L1385
WTiEvy, ZORMEZRIRT 272012, KWL TIEAFR
A—RNADHEMHLUENHC A 21T FEE2RET
%, BRI, BHRRERIC X o GEIRE N 1-best s
XARZEYEFT—=% L LCTHW ST, BN E 2 v
TEIRNZI 72 Oracle BROMIARZ W 2 FiED 2 2% %
AT 5.
4.1.1 #BERER 1-best

2 CTORNRT L)L, BXHFRZMREDOAL L LY
&, BERONIROBERMOT D SHFREENE 25 A
DNBWESCRDPFIERBIC L > GRIRE NS, 2t kb,
FURRERDIH )T U 72 1-best FRICibH L7 HESORIZ, HESCRRAT
OIS L 72 1-best DMK K D ACEH IRV TDH
2LtEZoN%,. ZOBEDOHCDHE I 5 RORIZ
6) DTy £ 5.
4.1.2 HEFHERE 1-best

FHEROEE, BHEREIER OB O 2 5, e b FER
HEREIE VIR % 1-best & LTHIIT 5, Lo L, FEREIC
GEIERAR ST L 72 1-best SRE D b, R L 2o 7 fthD
n-best IRDAVZIEFUGEL, & O FIFREE S VWEED
HIET 5. BRI E o6, OSSR e 10
% Oracle e £ 5\, 2L DRAEZLT T 7 —BIK
error(-) ZHIWCTTElOM) LI N5,

_ . *
€ = argmin error(e”, e) (8)

AFETIE, n-best FRUIK L T H EYFHM R EZ FC A
a7 EET, 20RO A 2 7 M b EVEl%E Oracle iR
£ 9%, Oracle FRICH S N7 ESURIZBIERER 1-best D
HXARED D, S6ICHEBEOSEE ISR RSOk
bhrLtEIOLND,

4.2 NXO=EIRE
4.1 ficlx, 1 2DOXNRH 5227 1HF AR % i
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HT 2 HEICOWTIHERZ, LaL, 25ZHIEL VLR
n-best DFIERERMICE EFN TR WL E I BGEE, s
DIXDFEED ) A R H 5. 20O, HE
HEOEET =5 L RGN L tlioh a5,
FEICHW S T =% 2 8IRNT 2 L FH 7 2 /R _La3gEin]
BTHbEEZLNS, AT, R B BFHmE R
%2 72 LD HFEFIHERT 2 FiE, BlERER L-best &
Oracle iR AEFHIED ZEDIRK E WX DA ZHHT 5 Fik
D2 OEMGEET 5.

4.2.1 BEhFHEfEDERE

A= Z2DHIzIE, FIRBD EFIERT 2 L23CE
T, ABEMENEMES 2o TL ) XS FET S,
HEIEHlifEIME 2 2 /WA & LTI T D & 9 RIEHEE
ZoN5,

o o T WEURDFFRICHEA I L re.

o BERERDFE D3 Ths,

o HBEFEAMNfEZ FHHE T 2 BRI o N SIRIRBER &
BoTED, BB LIS WiRELE>TW 3,

o I—RRWEOIDBHY, ELVHRT—2 LAk >Tw
R\,

D& plX, HlZ Oracle iRTH -7 & LTHHBFT
flifEAME L IGA, BOEHOBICEED /L REkoTL
FH)ARENEL, FET =0 oRNT 208D 5.
¥ 7z Tree-to-String BIFRUCE T, EREEOFEER%E H
NI B7DI1TlE, IELWHESCRBRE L 2 57-O, AEFE
fififE2N = WIS b N ESORIE, TEL WRESURTH 3 7]
el R, 2 OIHD S, HEIEHiED—E O Bl
ZERAlo7boDARZFERIMHHATS LT, L DEIHRN
BRHEEBITAB EEZ oS, HE% t, X i D Oracle iRk
% el) L35k, Oracle REFDES E Db, #H
b d 2 3 BRI REEIC X % 2 2 7 BI# score(e) %
HOTUTOEATEINS,

{i | score(e?) > t, € ¢ E} 9)

4.2.2 BEFHEEDE

RICHEH L 72 mil%, BHERER 1-best & Oracle RO HEYFE
fifEDZETH 5. WUBITEICK D, IEMBEITRE 5HE
XARDIE IR Z FFOM BB I N 5854, FRER
1-best TIFFA - MUK ZBINL, HRE LR 2560% 0,
—7, Oracle SRTCIIRECHERD i d> 6 IE L \WRESOR A
SN BAHEDNE ., ZD 79, Oracle FRICHW S
WXARZ2EEHFT—% L L THVS Z LT, WD
TOUPEIFRICHE L 2 AmIBIES s, Zhickh, AD
EE LIRS 2 O BIERER L, IEL WEIRRES R &
l-best & LTHAL®T A0, ERE L THEFBEEDKR
FZORND EMFTE S,

INESCEIIC K Z ¥ 572912, 1-best R () & Oracle
e oo FHiifEo 1 b2 23 BI%K
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gain(el”), &) = score(e!”) — score(e”) (10)

ZEml, R (0) LFBEC, FEOKSALERRT 5.

AFETE, FHICHCLIXOEIONMi%Z a2 —3 A4
& FRRIZIR D78, Gascd 6 [14] I &k > THREI N
FHOREHWT, XORIISL GEREEZHRET2. 2
2T, N(lel+|f]) 1, HNEEX e DRI % le|, KHEik
L FORSE |f| L LA, Z0OR ||+ |f| 5T 5
X3 = RANIHEL TOBRETHD, NiFa—rSxN
DD 2 RT .

N(lel + [ £])

pllel +1f]) = N (11)

5. SKERRYETH

5.1 RERRTE
FERIE, RESCRNTRR D 23584 L3 W HAGE O RESURIT
MmAEHVLHKEE - HPEERZNRE L., BIRT—2 L L
T, BRERCE PR L 7202 — 2 THh 5 ASPEC* %
MAwi, BOEEEHOMRZWGEET 5 72 ORI D X —
AFAVVATLAELT, TYTEEMTOMRY —7
> 2 v 7 WAT2014[15] 128\ Tkl 2 1372, Neubig O
S AT ARG [16]2, 7 a—4"12iZ Travatar[17] %
>, Forest-to-String R Z 175 7z. RESU#ENTIZ PCFG-LA
ET N E W Egret® 12X DT, HAFERO ZIFa—
282 JDC[18]() 7000 X) THE L wET V%, BHFEDET
WE LT L 7. Egret 3MHG I SCAENTICRIL,
XARZHI L B OEEDRDH 5. Z2DTd, RESURNTICRK
L7 E 7= 2 S D B 7o, HEMEIER O KEEL IS,
BLEU([19], RIBES[20] @ 2 > ® HB)EHli REE Z v TR
filil 7z, 7, SCHAZOEMBERORSEIX BLEU+1[21] 2
FWTEHEi L 72, HOEHITH 37— REFEDOE T
TH % IDCITMZ, ASPECD FL—=v 75 =% D
5, FVILFELIFTEDHETHHINbDE LT,
¥/, HO¥YELAEETVIET A FRFOARBH L, BIRE
FNLDEEZ IDC TEE L EMFEDOE TV o 7, &
BoEon R, 7— bRy UYL S
B [22] IC K D MG E EAZGE L 72, XEiTiE, TR
Tz G § %
Parser 1-best
K (5) D& IIT, Egret 231 L7 1-best HEXAKR%Z H
CEBICH VS, HEEHICHW 37 v 4 L
e 3.
MT 1-best
4.1.1fin & H12, Egret 571 L 7-#3(FF% Travatar
WAL, Travatar ® 1-best BRI b 7-MECKR%E H

*1 http://lotus.kuee.kyoto-u.ac.jp/ ASPEC
2 http://github.com/neubig/wat2014
3 http://code.google.com/p/egret-parser

*

*
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CEFICHGS, HOEHICHW R UZ S v ¥ L
95,

Oracle
4.1.2fiD X 512, MT 1-best & [ARD AJTT, Travatar
23S L 72 500-best DIRDHFD 5, fitdh BLEU+1 A
A7BREOFUME O NI CRZER L, HO¥EHEIC
w3, ZoBE, B3N 5 n-best 134 TEEDIIEL
XERBEHII L, HOFHICHOWE L7 v 5 4
Wi 5.

Oracle (BLEU+1>t)
4.2.1 i X 912, Oracle & FRD HFETIERZ -
R, WXROFTY, FERAEHRD BLEU+L 22 728
—SEEM ETH o - X ORI AD A% H AT I H
W5,

BLEU+1 Gain
4.2.2ffid X 912, Oracle (BLEU+1>t) & [AERD Fk
THEIRI N, BSURDHFTDH, 1-best & Oracle
T BLEU+1 A2 7 DENPKE W R HOEEIC
w3,

BEXE 7 VY LT 25481, HERRTE2 T
L=y 7 F—=%01/20, HHEERTIE 1/10 240 L 72,
F 7, fhDFiE EIZIFFARO X E %% & 912, BLEU+1
Gain 1B L TlE EA7 10 ML 72,

5.2 REBRER

HERERCoOFHEAS A2 R 1 1R T, RP OB,
REFHEOBRKIERR—=2 74 v A5 L LKL TH
FHICERICE W E &2 T (1:p < 0.05, 1:p<0.01).
Z1HD (b),(c),(d) DFET, HEEHIHHLTWw5X
1% Egret 2R SURMTICRM L 72542 R TR—TH 5.
708, FHD Sentences 1 H D AEIHEH L 23X 2R L,
WFETILTH 5 JDC DHUIE F 4\,

WEIES [6] DFETH % Parser 1-best ZEEHT — 45 &
T2HETIER, BEOMEE2E2 LN TE Lok (R
1(b)). TOBCHCEEICHV s N RSIRZER L 72 &
25, ELWHESIRS 2728, oMtk RS 1,
KR EHER T E L d o - DIZER - 7SR D U
itk ol eEZLNS,

MT 1-best Ti, HEXHRZBMERL 72/5H L LT, BRI
EREO E B LN BESURDRIREN CERI NS, L
2L, FEEFER D S 1% Parser 1-best & Ui L 723556 FHER
KEER ELTW32, R—254 v A5 L EHEEL %
B, BEomEZR SN ZR» o7 (F 1(c)).

BFREfli o h 2 5 Oracle RO XK EZ2E T —% & L
THW2 &, MT l-best & D & X & ICHEIFUEE DN E W ARDY
BRI, R E L THLEEBZRORMPEESE T L
LTw3 (£1(d). ZOBOACYHEICHVSNZXD
BLEU+1 A a7 Do Ai %K 2 1R T, KIdAlhZ » & L
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&1 HCPE T E HERRORE

Sentence selection | Tree selection Sentences (k) | BLEU | RIBES
(a) Baseline — — — 23.83 72.27
(b) Parser 1-best Random Parser 1-best 96 23.66 T1.77
(¢) MT 1-best Random MT 1-best 97 23.81 72.04
(d) Oracle Random BLEU+1 1-best | 97 23.93 72.09
(e) Oracle (BLEU+1>0.7) | BLEU+1 > 0.7 BLEU+1 1-best | 206 124.27 72.38
(f) Oracle (BLEU41>0.8) | BLEU+1 > 0.8 BLEU-+1 1-best | 120 12426 | 72.38
(g) Oracle (BLEU+1>0.9) | BLEU+1 > 0.9 BLEU+1 1-best | 58 $24.26 | 72.49
(h) BLEU+1 Gain BLEU+1 Gain BLEU+1 1-best | 100 t24.22 72.32
* 2 HACYETEL HPEEROKE
Sentence selection | Tree selection Sentences (k) | BLEU | RIBES
(a) Baseline — — — 29.60 81.32
(b) Oracle Random BLEU+1 1-best | 130 129.89 |i 81.66
(c) Oracle (BLEU+1>0.8) BLEU+1 > 0.8 BLEU-+1 l-best | 150 £29.91 | 81.47
(d) Oracle (BLEU+1>0.9) BLEU+1 > 0.9 BLEU-1 1-best | 82 +29.86 |1 81.60
(e) BLEU+1 Gain BLEU+1 Gain BLEU+1 1-bset | 100 129.85 |1 81.59
(f) Oracle (BLEU+1>0.8, Ja-En) | BLEU+1 > 0.8 BLEU+1 1-best | 120 +29.87 |t 81.58

25k
20k

15k

10k
) “I
1 nn

0
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
BLEU+1 Score

Sentences

B 2 Oracle ®HEEHICHO S N7 XD BLEU+1 &2 2 7 D534

T, z Bk 2z+0.1KD BLEU+1 22 7 2FoX 0%
RLTWE, ZOM»LHLD3 X512, #HlZ Oracle iR T
LEEFICHWLEN TV B XD 1Z BLEU+L 2 2 7 HMK
, TNHBEHED ) A XL ) HEEBHOW I > T
WwrEEZLNS,

Z 2T, BLEU+1 R a7 ICHfi% &0, miEERT—
Y DHREFEEHT =5 LT B L (F1(e),(),(g), X5ICHIR
KERR EL7, 202 oo Ha%E %
19 854, BREOHBIARZIND RE, SREORIRD
AREBRTIEVEBELLEEZONS, ZOEREL LT
BLEU+1 2 a7 ORBfEZ H\w 2 HFEIEERTH 5 & HER
TE7.

F 72, MT 1-best & Oracle iR BLEU+1 A a7 DM
RKEOT—=IDAREHNDS L, HEROESNTERDERD $
T, FIEEOUGEICH LS T 2RO AZERT 2
EWBTELLEEZONS, HEEFICZOFETS BLEU+L
A a7 R E O TXEIERT 275k E, 1ZEHEEOR)
EBESND T ERMERTER (F 1(h).

HrpcogEhfi a2 £ 2 1R 7, HE L kIS, HOY
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FITHOBEORZEIRT 5 2 Lk Y, BSURNTEED X
DR T — ZI#EIG LRIERKE D3 B L Tw 5 & D30
BTET.

RN Z L2, HEDF—& cHOAYE L HEFR O
KESEICHRL 2T V%, 20 HPRIFICH G
EZA, HRFFICB W TH HPCeEH LTV L FfE
FEolEER ErxR o, Uk, FEINETL
DEWNEEICHT 2 MIZ S IZEEL B EEOHNE
BT =Y EAbECFEE T -5 ET52LT, 5128
RN A EEPITA 2R H 5.

5.3 BEFBICELIREHEDH

RESCRpT a0 H eI & - T S - HIER o fl %
RIRT, £, £3ORMOBRIMEH S RCR%
3T, 2ol s b k5T, Tree-to-String Hl
RCIIRESURITRE RO D 2, BIFUEEICKE CHEL T
LEIH. EBIIR—ZAFA4 V¥ AT LORURIZLFR %
ELLHEZENTEST, RECHESLHEIRELR>TW
2. —Ji, HOFEZT - WSURITE L, [EL < &)
ENEITHIENTETED, ZOMEMNABLEBIES
NnTw3s,

6. HbHHIC

AT, HEWEIERORBE2ZEE L HOAH IV 2
XHEINT 2 2 ¢, Tree-to-String BFIZEB VT, XD
BRI R SRR D H A BT 5 2 & 2GR L 72,
H, Hro 2 >OFEEMICHN L TEBRZITY, KFET
HOEE L RSO s 2 v 2 2 8T, e o BiER g
DE ) ERELBIIRZ2EON D X ) ISk o7 T LD
RTEN. 7, HETHOYHE L WUREITEDOE TV
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xR 3 WU HOFHEIC

£ D %R S L HER o)

Source CHEH T RDOFEH Z 240 771X blc > THo I 8@ L 7,
Reference in the C - administered group , thermal reaction clearly increased the activity of R for 240 minutes .
Baseline for 240 minutes clearly enhanced the activity of C administration group R .

Oracle (BLEU+1>0.8)

for 240 minutes clearly enhanced the activity of R in the C -

administration group .

Bz P
/\
44 P Wi %
_— \
Bigo P il %
- \
ile P WiEo EE)
_—— \
HighEls P s P %)
N —
s MiWiEds WEETT P Al
\ \ T \
C 5 4 WiEEAc P R
‘ /\
B BhEpEEC BhEE
\ \
g 1%
(a) HEAHHTOMIRDH
B3 Bdyd

Z, HHoOBRENDOEE
DR TE T,
SBOMEE LTIX, I5I2% L OSENTIRETEN
AT TH 2 2 L2 ERT LB oG, £,
HOZEIC X 2R IFEHNEEIC L 5% & v ) iR
ARSI N0, FEBICLEHETHEET— Y 280 TEM
T22ET, XOBIFEEZ N LIRS 2 LRSI ND
Iolc, CORCHFEZREVIELIT) 2T, BERKEIC
ED X REDPREPEBEEL 720 EEZTWD,
BigE AWFEO I, JSPS BHFE 25730136 & & O
24240032 DB ZZ T EBL 72 b DTH 5.

WCHOWTHERICHEE M ET 5 2 &

SEXH
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