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Algorithm 1 MCMC algorithm for the proposed

model.

Given maximum chain length M, burn-in period B, in-
terval S.
Initialize parameters €, w, and topic assignment Z
for loop =1 to M do
for each topic Z;;, € Z do
Update Z;jy, from eq(12)
end for
for each £ € &€ do
Sample £* ~ N(ﬁ,aﬁ).
Accept £° with probability (£ | £).
end for
for each w; € w do
Sample w; ~ N(w;, ai).
Accept wy with probability a(w; | w¢).
end for
if t > B and t%S = 0 then
Calculate 1, and ¢ using eq(20), (21)
Store &, w, Y, P
end if
end for
return Average values of &, w, v, ¢
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x ¢t,Wijn (Nz\gltjn 77) p(0j|lw, Zijn =1, Z\ij”)
(22)
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Table 1 Essay tasks used in the experiment.

e 1

BEYH BT 2 EHMTH ORI, FERANOHEITRER L FHL ATINELEZ UL H) 3. /T, &
B ERAERHED - X2 ER L CHROLINEEEZLZULLH D ET. TOT -7V THRLOER % KT
{TEEW,

P 2

20 AT A DG Z BIRICEL S 284 BN R ENF L2, TLVERHE, 30 Va—F R EDHAMITA v X
7 FOREVERNL, K=V XrAy Fhy, BREZEOMGWIZA N7 FONSHEHETHY . 04k
HICBVWTL D EELEE A TVWL0E [KELRFED] TLrI2. Fhed NEAREV] TLEID». 07—
ZOWTHEIDOEHERRTLZS W,

AT AT TCRFEAANRHIE LR (b —0—) L)WY EFET. LaL, d4h0Fikilid, HEOHRTHKE R
BHLWIEEZBLTWAANLLAWATLE ). HEMIIKEREEZ L SR ELAFEOTTALDHRIZT > TWDLZ
I LIZANEBEOWERE LIFRDEDTIERWTL L) A, BEOREIIOWTHARZOFERZBRRTLEZEN

FHABAl O G A, B OEGIE I T IS REEMICEAE T 5 L) 12> TETwE T, 29 LR~
DEFIANEEDOEZ 2N 2BMTEETLEIOTE AV, LLIELIFERHENET. 207 -2V ThHEOE

REB~<T{EE .

ok &, FEEaoMm L M R, SRESE LT
HAHDO/NT XA —FIFHEWICHEE SNHEET S L
T5. T/, BIMEO OF > 7)) ¥ 73R EG A
p(0;1U;,€\% w, Z;) < p(U;|&)p(0;|w, Z;) %> 547
9. 22T, U; ={Uyr |1 €Z,r e R} CU,
p(U;1€) = TTioy T1 TIi (Pagre) oo &5 5. 2
D ANE — RIS RO SN0, &8
T2 CHWPLAZAMIR)ANAZAT 4 VT
22O WTH ) v IR L, 22
T, ZE § OFHE T = 7 HFETREORN
EZTWAD, W) EH p(U;E) ZEMHTE,
p(0;]U;,€\% w, Z;) o< p(0;lw, Z;) £ #IFB. T
bbb, KEIME; OF 7)) v 7iE (10) O EBM
IZHE > THT 2 I &,

T/, BEEFVTIE, ZOXIIHTEENTE
fEZFTS-& L CRIRARIEOMFREEZ RO L2 LD
MHETH 5. BARMICIE, ey OWRES U, 13
KA TRDEND.

R R 1 K
Uij :;E;k']gﬁrk (23)

COLE, Py &, FarlcHe S n/oskimsg -
DYFHENT X =5 ZFTH L LTRIET 5.

8. FF i * &%

ZITUE, ET - EREMELTREETIVOAL
1 % GFA S % .

8.1 57— %

KO TIRET = 2 UET 572012, ROBERHE
FERAEAT - 72,

34 B DR & RFEREIH LT, 4 DOkt
MEZ AT, BRI L TR S s g L E

# 2 FFET— Y Ot
Table 2 Descriptive statistics for the rating data.

T KEH7 7 ) — o mBE K

FHE WA 1 2 3 4 5
REfi# 1 3.537 0.633 1 12 52 55 16
FEfi#E 2 3.419 0.605 0 15 58 54 9
i 3 2.537  0.690 20 52 41 17 6
SEiE 4 2912 0679 4 45 52 29 6
FEi® 5 3.404 0515 0 9 68 54 5
FEiE 6 3.566 0.491 5 2 43 83 3
FEi® 7 3.691 0.530 0 6 48 64 18
FEi# 8 3.110 0.520 2 30 60 39 5
FEfi# 9 2743 0335 0 41 90 4 1
FEi® 10 2.794 0.606 7 41 61 27 0
R 1 3.135 0.748 14 77 124 99 26
PR 2 3.132  0.744 12 61 155 94 18
L 3 3.126 0.786 7 69 147 108 9
E 4 3.291 0.800 6 46 147 125 16
NG 3.171 0.887 39 253 573 426 69

10 % DEAMZ IR A & E 7 (BEHF 2 34 %4 x4
M = 136 FO BB LA S THRE S 7). RER
THA L 725k G A &R 1 IR, IhboffE
1%, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP) 0 2002 4F [48] & 2007 4 [49] THE S N7z
M OARFEICHR L2200 TH Y, BRI
GEMABELELE LAVHARE > TWS, $77,
FHIE I L B3R A3, NAEP grade 12 [49] T =
NIV —T1 v 7 % HARFEICIR L TR L 72 5 Bk
7 ) — OFIEENEE I\ T T b7, SiEE S N-A
EXDOLTHIE, T 600.41, FEHERZEDS 104.41
Tho7.

ZZT, PRy oftibkErE L LT, S -
TR B O R T ORI O & BEERE, & AT
H7T) —OWBRBEEE 2 IR EhH, Th
b ORI EAFEME RIRE T L ISR 5 2 LT
&, FHiiE L IRE O R L 75 )E OB
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ARIBENSL, 72, TNLOKEHEOERI, FRE
BT, FHEE B O AR & WA ARILS .
RifFeCEMEE TV & LCRA LF4 - o €7
VI 4E, BEAFE TV X ) Sk e RS R 2 BT
ED720, RF—5 0 &) ICEHIE B ORIy
WCREVEHAISEL TWD EMIRTE 2.

KL T, FROERTIELFET -5 LT
FAMT = EHCTREETVOERNEEZFHET 5.

8.2 BENHTENEE DT

RETTI, $REETIVIC L B REME RS DR &
T9. 2ozdlz, NEYZRT % 1,15 OB T
AL SRS, ROEHREIT- 72,

(1) EF—=2ZHWTMCMC 12X 585 A —
FHTEEIT- 7. MCMC (38— > 1 » 30,000, 1 ~
% —N)V 100, e KV — 7% 50,000 &£ L, HODOM
VOF - R E AR TEMTL, Bonick
DOV E EHEEEE L, 72770, T=10k &2
FEw =0 @EEL, w OHEEIIITDLLE N7z, /57
A —F DERFIA ENA IS8T X — ZIZFATHIZED
F5E [11],[36], [50] IEDETRDOELY & L7z,

loga; ~ N(0.1,0.4) (24)
log oy ~ N(0.0,0.5) (25)
Bi, Bry drk, wi ~ N(0.0,1.0) (26)
n=1/T,y=1/VT,00 =10 (27)

OE AP OMNT 2REmOESGE LT, Ay
T = FaRbpE L4, s, JREE, Hia, &8l
FAEAV. ANy 77— FOREEEL, 1) &A%
XDH)LEZOUTORELTLAFHI N TR W,
2) EELOEFL EONELTHH SN TS, L
L7z, fRE LT, dBsefd 201 & o7,

(2) ZBETF—FELLTHALNIFTFET— 555,
RO E CRE EZTo B EOFET -5 %
Talb—= 572000, KRELIIn e {1,2,3,4} %
OFHIIFH % 7 5 LI2HI) BT, FFEAHE DY HTSH
NTWRWEIELORFEN T — ¥ 2Rl S 87,

(3) FhE (2) TERSNZKET—5 % HwT
ZEBRZORIMEE MCMC 12 & Y fffEsE L7z, i
&, FEEOA & EHIEE, AR R CEA DT
A—=FHFE5 L LT, 7.6 DFFETIT-72

(4) FIE (3) T SNA-REfE & FNE (1)
THEE SNIZREE L OFEFT7 2 ik (RMSE:
Root Mean Square Error) # &M% L7z,
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(5) FE (2) ~ (4) 2 10[#EYEL, RMSE
DFI % Kb 7z,

FEEAERZ M 2 12RY. Mo N Yy 2 r
FL, fftHhiz RMSE 0fiix %4, 72, MH D One
Rater, Two Raters, Three Raters, Four Raters ®
Ty b, TNENEHIEN 14, 24, 354, 44
DEEDRFERERT. B, T =10REET NV,
X (B) THZOLNLHERD IRT EF N & —3T 5 4
IZEE SN,

FEEFERD S, TERETMHIET 2 T =1 DB&
IZHART, BEETFIVTIE RMSE 2VRIRIIE T LT
WHZENRbRL, THFRFEETIVA, BEXLON
H R BB A BE D P EE IS Y ISR T & /o7 &
AoNA. T2, BREFLCE, MYy 2N 4 £
TIFHFHIC RMSE 28 T L, DEcikBsbBi e
JEOVREZ R L TWAH. BBURMEREDSINH L7z L A
SNAEMEY 7T >4 DIREETFTIVEFRERET VD
HREZ T 5 &, REETNVIIB A5HIIHE n 4O
& EDBGEN, HERETVICBITHFHEE n+ 12D
EEDRELFEEDTER>TVD, ZhIE, RET
TUTIE, XEFREFHLZZ LT, EBkETIVIC
BOWTHEMEZ 1 24BN L7546 L FREMU Lo
MERBEDOYUENER TELILEEZRLTNA,

DLEOFEBER,» S, REET VTR, BELOW
WEIEAT 5 2 L TRRITIEREZGETE, Bkt
TN BT 2 A% L d 72 ) OFEME ARk b
HEREDRT 2B TE L Z DA TE -,

nB, NA ZHEETIE, 789 X — 7 HEEHEAHRTS

0.5
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Fig.2 Ability estimation errors for each number of
topics.
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OMRERERLIZF 2 FE5N 22 LT, A-HOH
EirAEDUNE {7 B4/ (Shrinkage) & HEN AR
LM OENTWAED, RETTIVHHERET IV E IR
T RMSE %R T & 2 ELBAIEH/NTlER W EZ
AONAE. BETTFLTE, EREFNVEGRLY,
SR LR DRIMES A IRE EN DT, &
T OZERE DREIIHE S % F o DIEF LI R H & 5 72
IJCTIE RMSE 1 3/h& b v, 8.5 THI/RT S &
I, MEEFVTE, Ny 20 MnsFillEans
REJEAZERE DR LB NERFDT 252 TBY, 2o
THRAIE S BE O REE DO F A | E Y R S
72728, HERETIV LD ECRTNEREEZRLZE
EZbND,

8.3 NEEWROH % BAVI-EENBAIERE

ZITHE, FET- IG5 N TV R WY
DEESI % SLEERD A0 B HEE L2 ORIl E
WBEICOWTEMT 2. Zozoll, "Ey 28T
% [1,15] DX TERIL S E L5 KD FINEDOFEER %
fro7-.

(1) 8.20%EBETIE (1) LK, #E£F7—4%
JAWT MCMC 12X %85 X — 7 {EE #4772,

(2) FEm7T—% 2L TREEE, FIH (1) T
TE S NIZRERLAT & RHIEE R, FVERE R TR A D
NG X=F L LT, 7.6 DFETEHEZHEORE
DEEHE Lz, ZOTFIEE, ZEE O % CEE
HDOARDPSHETE LTI LIRS 5.

(3) FME (1) CTHeE SNREIMEE T (2) ©
e SN zBEJMiED RMSE # 515 L 7-.

EEHEE 2 2 © [No Raters] o7y & LT
IRL7z ERETNVICHIET A T =1 TlE, FEmT—
y b LEGHR O BENHEZIHHTE vz, mgdiill
EMENELLREL A>TV D, BT, RELF
VEFIF LSS (T > 1 0O6) 121, KEITKIE
WCHHELTWA T ENbR D, T2, HEiOFEERL
KelZ, ME Y 28T =4 FTIEHHAIZ RMSE 254
L, DEEEBBOARBEEOUREZRLTWA, HIZ,
MY BT >40REEFTVTYE, FHET—5 %
FHL T RWIZE 20b T, (ERETNVIZBNT
FHIE 1 B OFEE T — 2 2RI L7256 % Ll 5880
TEREZER L TWA b s, RERKE R
b, MFETNTIE, FHT—IDPHGIoNTH RN
BAThH, RERETFLVENOCEHEE 1| ZOFET —
Y HOHET G L AREORINENEHATE S
ZEDITRENT.

8.4 FFEABEBENERTHFEE

RETTE, RETT V&MV RREEE OB ST
WOWREFMEITH. 2020, NEYZRT %
[1,15] DR BT SR LIS, ROFIATEREE
o7,

(1) 8.20FEBRFIE (1) LMKk, EF—4%
FAWT MCMC 12X %85 A — ¥ g & 4T - 7z,

(2) HIHiOEBRFIE (2) LRI, FHT—2
rETRMSEHE, FIH (1) CTHg SNz
oA &R AR, SRERRER EAD ST XA =8 &
HiG-& LT, 7.6 OFIETEZEHEORES & i L7

(3) T (2) TR hHHEEMme T (1)
TS NTFHII# & R ST X — 5 & CIRHE R
Uz‘j 230 (23) F HW TR, Wifef Uij LEET—
5 &M CERE L BIFB R U; = >, Uijr/R
LD RMSE %R 7z.

(4) IBoZolZ, EELICne {1,---,5} %4
DI & 7 > 7 LIAZFH Y U T, F N TIEHbE O
FFRT = I HROIKNELOFHEHE, Ba
7= 05RO BHIFE R Uy £ O RMSE 25
HL7Z ZOFNETFHEEOE Y U TEEZ A5 10
[l YKL, RMSE OF¥fE%E K7z,

FERZ 3 RT. Motk ey 7 ERL,
iz RMSE ofi%£9. £/, K3 TiE, FEHO
78y b ([Proposed] & #Efl) 2HRZEE TN TTill
L7 L 52T — & 0 6 3R 72 B 5 s o fsas
#FE L, ##H (In Rater(s)] LFKiL) % n %O
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Fig.3 Score expectation errors for each number of
topics.
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HDT— Y DOHRTROIFHEE L ZET— Y05k
D 7B R ORRAE R KT,

325, ThFEFTOEREEMLMELE LT,
DN OFERD G AL, 1) ERETIVIHINT S
T=1TRTPHBRENIELIRE WV, 2) BEETI
R LA IS KIR IS SE T 5. 3) PEY
JRT =4 FTTIIHEPERISED L, DEEBBD
RRABEOMREE RT.

B2, EETNVIZL D TGS ORBE % 5HlE n
%@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂmbt% DFEFE LI T 5 L, 2
FETNVCTIE, FHIIE 3 %O % Lal % ks
EERER L EDMRTEDL, ZOMENS, RE
ETIVIE, KIREEEORTTME LTO R L k5
BHZAHZEDHERTE 2.

8.5 & =

ST, BEEFVICBVWTHRESBB O AL
L7 ABEL Ny VBT =4 0WE%HIE L
T, EF—F#EATESNI Ny 7 54 R BRI A
WZOWTERET L, K3 XZHHET Lo My 7 1
WER je = D ep tije /T EREIHMEEME, £ 4 125%
MY 71T AEANT XA =T OHEMBELKL N E Y

B THHEMBROE»-72 10 552 R, 22
T, £3IWIBIL Y & Zj 1S BT52MaTHY,
MCMC O#fECrIE s S by 7 IR Z,, %
BACHZHEE S 7z b ¥y 7 O HBIER oy, 1218 &R
272D THL. RIS, £3 F0 wy; (2720
;= {1 Yir}) & wTZj AT kA & LT
fRIRCTE 5.

3D OEDPL, TEHETLIZME Yy 7 OB
AR D B 2 LA NS, B2, ZEE
6% 10, 231X by 7 1% 2 OHIERIHXFAYIC
K<, MEy 7 3% 4 OMBURERIMIICE N L
Whhb., B, ZBHE12°331E Yy 7 122
DOHBERIHFIICE L, MYy 7 3% 4 O
AT 19 ﬁw@w#mhmhé ZZT, K4ah
5, H#MEY 7 ORNME~NOEARTIIE Y 7 1 L 21
ETHY, MY 73 LANBELEL-STVWLEIEND
A, L2asoT, -EEFILTIE, PEYZ 1L 2
DMBIERNESNZEREITE N Yy 7 5Th S HEE &

BEEIME wTap; Y, Py 7 3L 4DH
BRSNS I ZOEMECHEES NS, E
B, Lok L7238 6 %0 10, 23 13 w T, ASHRAIC
<, B 12 % 33 13 2 OEARAI A E W2 LAY
WA TE 5.

562

F£3 T=412BURZHET LD Ny 755045 L gl
Table 3 Topic distribution and ability estimate of
each examinee for T' = 4.

J | Yin Y2 Yys Yya | Wl 0,

1 {0.113 0.230 0.241 0.417 | 0.502 0.399
2 1 0.179 0.213 0.159 0.449 | 0.585 0.800
3 10.160 0.202 0.227 0.410 | 0.534 0.702
4 10.190 0.201 0.205 0.405 | 0.585 0.888
5 10.161 0.158 0.196 0.485 | 0.440 0.016
6 | 0.140 0.144 0.193 0.524 | 0.369 0.230
7 10.124 0.180 0.261 0.435 | 0.422 1.006
8 10.132 0.153 0.263 0.452 | 0.381 0.673
9 | 0.164 0.267 0.236 0.333 | 0.678 0.741

10 | 0.109 0.165 0.178 0.549 | 0.351  0.416
11]0.159 0.293 0.239 0.309 | 0.723  0.767
12| 0.128 0.395 0.187 0.290 | 0.873  0.698
13]0.172 0.221 0.170 0.437 | 0.591  0.848
14 | 0.135 0.290 0.217 0.358 | 0.670  0.271
15| 0.171 0.215 0.193 0.421 | 0.579 0.544
16 | 0.165 0.139 0.204 0.493 | 0.408 —0.631
17 | 0.144 0.222 0.225 0.409 | 0.543  0.512
18 | 0.094 0.196 0.218 0.492 | 0.394  0.409
19| 0.188 0.217 0.174 0.421 | 0.614  0.499
20 | 0.222 0.209 0.238 0.331 | 0.669  0.460
21| 0.213 0.199 0.227 0.361 | 0.629 0.964
22 0.191 0.162 0.148 0.499 | 0.501  0.453
23| 0.055 0.161 0.245 0.540 | 0.248 —0.371
241 0.134 0.210 0.168 0.489 | 0.493  0.352
2510.131 0.163 0.215 0.492 | 0.393  0.477
26| 0.175 0.174 0.164 0.487 | 0.497 0.854
2710.104 0.186 0.190 0.521 | 0.387  0.390
28 1 0.192 0.205 0.163 0.441 | 0.593  0.367
29| 0.161 0.196 0.169 0.475| 0.516  0.316
30| 0.129 0.195 0.279 0.397 | 0.465 0.497
31(0.105 0.190 0.271 0.433 | 0.408 0.796
32 (0.150 0.188 0.184 0.478 | 0.481  0.851
331 0.213 0.259 0.241 0.287 | 0.756  0.857
34 (0.182 0.211 0.190 0.417 | 0.591  0.452

£4 T=412B0%%bEy 7 OMBIHER AL 10 %
< i#/\ FA=5

Table 4 Top 10 most frequent vocabularies and

weight parameter for each topic when T'=4.
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Table 5 Answer text examples for essay task 1.

X5 23

RIEEES0ERICOBELIT A, 28L5, FEARANLBIZIIEROWEERPARAAZLDHE L TR WEESED
FELTOWAAFeMDH 005 TY. FERANBIE, ZOEROTFELLELTHELSLZVREESOHBTH Y, %
HLaTWELR S hwEEwEY, ZOHOEAT, EMSHIEENERHEO A2 EHL THROLRELEZEZ TV
HANBVETH, 2975 LHMGPBH TR 508 LBMA5HIarNTLE) ERVWES. F72, 29 T8N0
WMo 72 PECATARICHS Lozt AMEbREPRTTA. L, I TRESHEICBIT MBI T
WEDT, BT LOENDTHAFCT CICHEIAEZRRLE L TWVERTELWDT, ) no/zbiidawnh e BuvnE g,
FERMER, FREEMPRREEET LD LAVWSZEERALZLOAHTSH Y, 22 THAICHAZOFIZHO T
ToHEVE 2 AOUV, FEASTIEDLL, AR TEAMEFT CCVWIFIRVWwERIEEVET, T2, ABZhLDL T
ELHELVEVS T ETRATLIOTIERL, ~A—~AZHDLF) VFVOFRER L v A RS IErEIE LW
Bwngd,

ZEE 33

@S UE BT 2 B8N0 T OERE, FARNOBESTRARZHHLL TITINSTHLLEEZIT. ROPZOX
IZERLEME, HEDZ-XRBHAZLL TR 720, FEMMER E2BERLZEMGEFE IO 2 EPFH T
WKHEECH D L ERD7-0TT. BUEHRO=— XL LTRD LN TV 5 LA D) HPEFO—D M B »H 1) £
T COBMFE V) SRR EAADRASIIRE SN TOAEMGEHIC R ) 325, Han=—-XL LTRkdOLNT
WHEDIRZIREDI ETHAERFERTVIT. 25, FEMMR &2 EMR ST THMDE 2 EINS 5 LEMEE
BELEHRO=—XTRKD LN TV Lo USRI OFIARIRS W 5 2 L2k ), §CITHED=— &z § 2
EWTELVWGEHEFATLE)ZLICA>TLEVETY. 2O RBEL S EAERHEO=—X2EHLLII L L

Th, ETCORETHL LI FZERDOREEFHE BT 2 HMDHOEIUL, FERANOGESELHREERL T

TINESTHhDHEERTT.

<, 2) EELBERIIHERLZ2WEBD DR WIEILE
BICEE, 1ZERETTUNE VI E 52 A @)D
LI ENbNDL, 22T, MELOFE LT, wTy,
MERNZERE 23 L, ZOMEIKE WEZERHE 33 OFE
I NORELEFR 5 IRT. ZNHORELIIBIT 5

MEvy 27 1 & 2 O 10 BEEo MBUHE 1335 23
A 24 [, ZERH 33544, MY 7 3 & 4 O
10 HEEO MBIV (3525 23 25 22 1], 2B 33 7S
BETHY, wlep; PEVZRE 330 MY 7
12 OHHBEENS L, My 2 3% 4 ORBIEE
WYl lhoTwh,

RIS, PEY ZIERICED CRETIME L FEE T — %
ek L CHEE SN7zie e 0; & ORIRE 0T % 72
DI, F3IIBITD wTy; & 0; OMBREE KD 72,
MEREE LT, MR 044 220, 1% (t = 2.81)
THERMEFRO bz, 2hiE, MYy 20704
O FUMEDSZRE DO Z L RIEFO T %52 %
CEERERLTVS, REETVCTIE, ZoONHREZ
B O IMEICHUIC BT & 2720, fERETIV &L
D EKEE R REDESER TS LEZOND.

8.6 ~EYIHDORE

RETTNVEEBICHHAT 5720121, My 2K
T #FHEPREST HLENHH. LDADME Y
BaTr—shoREdT b HEL LTIENN=T L *Y
TAPILCFHENED, —EFETNVTELET —
FAMA TR T — 2 bk 720 T O F LI HALLC
EFIHC & 2w, i/ C, Akaike Information Cri-
terion (AIC) [51] ®* Bayesian Information Criterion

(BIC) [52] & EDIEHERAMEICIEDS C M E v Z DUk
EbLITLIEFMENS. LaL, Zhs ki
SEE O WHEIEHME A E LCB ) [53],[54], LDA &
CDOME FGi7e E vz, LDA % LDA #5508
IZEGREET TV TIE NS OFEHEIEHE O F H 1358
PICid e v, W ERMEZIE L s wikshm il L L
T, WHELD ) EN kN TH S, LDA RRRE
ET N OIS EEL® ) A EIERHIT 5 2 L IZHEET
HHDS, 8T X —FHEEIC MCMC % M L7284,
COMEETMIRD B Z EHTE B [55]. BRI
X, MCMC BRET/NT A —=FEDHF ¥ TSN
BN, FOEERESE L TEFVONEW ) Ex
ko, 155N ) EOEE IOV TS %
PWrZETRDOOND., TOFHEIIW ) EFHEOHRT
BHIZROLN D720, LDA D NE v 72 BOPEID
LA SN TE (g, [36],[37), [46))

22T, 22T, ARG ) EE 7
EEFNOME Y ZHHEEIZOWTERIZ4T ). AR5
B, 8.1 DETFT—F EHVT, EET VO
Y ) e by 28R [1,15) DK T
SELPLHEM L #REM 4 1RT. M4 T,
MEEAS N ¥ o 2 8, MRS AR L 9 B Ol %
F2Y. BB ) ENEV Ny I EE T
LWEBRENE, 26, T =4 F TI3MEIZHIC
BINL, T =4 DR TRIMNE DRI 74 2 IR 255 A
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