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ABSTRACT

The primary purpose of the study is to improve the low precision often found in full-text retrieval systems, In order
to enhance the low precision of full-text retrieval while retaining its high recall, relevance feedback mechanisms based
on probabilistic retrieval models (binary independence and two-Poisson independence meodels) were employed. This
paper investigates the effect of relevance feedback on the performance of full-text retrieval systems.
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T StE 76 128 F1 e O BEXE

ofeist 2ol FEol& Bl s EHHLh

Y 7)\4_, -
e AL AS

& (k)= n——ky)‘—lﬂl—n)—e—k!——

A7) ae AU HAFEH vl&E el
o, A, Ax 77 ARy RAGEHRAA Y
£ol9 HFZENEE Uehdch HFZ WA
golo] FFZANEE FHAFEHAHAA &
YRy agx AT A (£ 4)
L), o AEPEYNME AFY7EAE A
7] 9i3te] goje] FRA RIS vt whEd,
EXo|2EYRYqME LojFdNEE 133}
o AFA X Atett oo} Zo] FEo
&R BAE THHEY 2E HAEHAE AE
F4)2 ol o} o] AR ¥} (Bookstein, 1983:
Raghavan et al., 1983: Losee, 1987 Losee,
1988).

1—"[ e Mk
gE(d/rel) A4 k!
¥ (d/nonrel) ﬁ' RV
i1 k!

Fo) logE Aty U, 919 EE L ojgfet
Zol Hgd,

;di* log (M1 / Ap) + ;(Xz - k1)
A, $¥e Aert Hx #A&9 4, Ae 7

1/1 (S=1, R=1)3} n/NE xg5o] 27 AA
& 93 FA L ofefo} Zo] Hrh

n N
> do*log—
1 h.



APATolZ g ol 88 ARPMALD ) YAELY UL AT A7 5

ot

¢

a8l AYH dol=u Fo| BHNEANE 9

S EHE olds) o] WBY £ Unk

I+ fi/N)+s
1+r

=1 d f -“S’
/\;’

olAEYRYAM L] /N o} o] N & I
3 2147 (Correction factor) 2] & &% sli=), o 714
A AEgol AMHAN F8sles Fal
=TFE L}E}‘:‘J\'%.

4. 237

oj ol e HRFMA 2] F Al
e dre 747 g Jd887 Q

e H4YE4E BAFT itk AN

sholl Gopg vlAE BY pago

A X

pasd
rir
in)
o,
rr
o

AAL AR dlo[etulo] 2 AR A, A ghcte] o)
£l 3 3g$ch Robertson, 1981).

A 2R osf Ed F A dNEHE
& A 7kA] Wil o HrkEo A 4 9l
olg AR HeEE Aol s o] Foix
Atk A7l e B AT 4E8E S AlEte ¥

(2 JEA o=y

b AEdse] EA4F PEUHE 49s
2 it

4.1 Alag

2 479 2E Ad¥ES AvE(SMART) A
Lol A& FYEHUTG AnfEALYL v =
doistel| &) Hx 2 1960 dthell /HLE AT AY
30E5S FEANHEETEN Zo| ALg 5o
STk AHEE Al 2"2 1980'd UNIXAI 292 9
s JHEE Aojrt o] Alade) AdolM AFE F
7EAI(BISE TP o] Mg goj=d shado] 2
FA o F7hE A

THI} AFMEL 2nfEA LA o]y
AE Gdgo] AFAY o5 ojuj & A A
del g2 F38HAG (A2 9 library s
librarian< 72 dolz HFHA, 2nfEAA
2 217 9] 3EZ A H & (standard recall : 0,00,
005, 0.1, 015, .. 0.95, 1L.O)oIM &) AgEL A&
3 ok

o

4.2 ZMETl Bt

2 a7 gy e % ARAe) SFEE

R TTETET

~ R A
4 T

- A ! 1
B 5 T 2
C 9 5
D 12 3
E 20 10
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(3 J¢4 Foj=y {7 e &g Hgh

A& BuE
o= o=y &
0.2 1.00 1.0
04 0.40 10
06 0.33 06
08 033 05
10 033 05

Agrdsel A

Ag g7tx ALsed 2

7vel A & (interpolated precision) ©] 2F& 5N &

WA= AP AR e e9d 274
st ABEH NPEE ANTOEN Hriso
Ax Ut & A7 F FAe AGELEY
A7 M2 & 2stA o9 A Halsl=7t
o] T2 Art 5709 HFERA 0] ojH AEA A F
oiAT 1A g 570 HFEH(ABCDE)
TAE FAE get FARAA (R 2>8 2ol
vebg = 3loh Foi7 o of3hE, AEEF A
&2 (F D] AE 7 A
AN e ME e 7o HPEIES 22
o171 W&o e AEAM e EEANHEEY 2
214 (e @ 000, 0.05, ..., 095, 1.00)4] 3HZF=
Ae8Ege 2 AX Esioh dvtHoZ Y
# g 8 HHsHE 29 274 FY
upF o} 22 FYE st AR ArfEA LGS
B 7Hl (interpolation) & o| &-3td F-& wet M
vl d oA BEAFE Utk AvtEAAY
2100%9] &AM FEEGE dERE A
HOoZHRE AlFsted %08 HYPLNE TJ0] B
2 AEEUS M F de AEE A
A HEE B71HE o83 Ark(lde, 1971,
p.344). BZHl 93] s FMNE 7HA T 7}
EZZNEE AHAMY 7t BEAM ZEHE £

ar &L

to

Hof|, 2 FHAEUEL F3ldA F AEMFE Y
Hoixz HagS A Bk 21y EEAEE
A @A e] FEEFolE RE T /=W
o] AME-E T e 2 F9 s YRR EE
{average precision) & 10, 30, 50, 70, 10070 ¢] £HE
ol AME ¥ HHELH YFES Be Aotk

£ dFdM e ol e gES 2HE 3t Axt
A AMEEAEE HrrskAh 59 10, 30, 50,
70,100 2% o] A€ Fo A&EY AP & &
S H A 2 NPEANAM Y AEEHLY] W3 E
Tt =gol HI AUtk

4.3 HA20 xSl

o|A7A] ThFE FHRAL Lol At
3 2N N YR EA 0] 7oA o]
g RS2 D 2AAo 2z dd g0, 2)
oA At e HAF A o WAE dd§
of, 22X 3) MUY AFE & WS
o}t % FAHF AHE Folth

old A7ES dPZAAE HAY FAg
AR E dAMAGo7t e MU EFERG
AAMEEAA A+l e Ao BIdy



HYAGTol =g o] 8¢ WEHMAN L HYREY FRLE A/ A+ S5

At Cleverdon, 1967 : Keen, 1973). F¥is =2
dde Z2AE (Cranfield Project) = z¥ o]
g dHARIR 7 Tl E EFIAY
o{n & A AF Fo He] AAAoj2 Hg &<
&9 oH(Cleverdon, 1967). HtHo| Aberystwyth
ZRHEs 2AAo] 22 U&7} ofF
d Aol E b ASF v 2R E wo o Y
< AMARE BAFTGL 3 tHKeen, 1973).

Salton 2} Zhang(1986) & 8-017+e] Ao dj g
23 o Eo] e w7kA TR 4, vt
g% ANEEH S THYTFE dY &Y A5
AQFal-S y sk Zlo] HMe) wyolaty
Lig=a

Bhattacharyya(1974) & 7] 238K
g, 48 & A& 5 &3t £ F4
Hopgel fold 22 YR P2 E AP
I AN ARl ol FHeHEokell M o A d
dole] &S AFaded., &+ A (soft
science) 2 383} 8H hard science) Alo]o} FE &
2 FA 9 §oF AL BEI2EHN Yo
A 5 o2 skttt e Soid dA4gE “ou
Mzt 2o thg3hs £of7te] BAl UoiA 9
A A (stability) " 0.2 Fstr Ut oW QY
o] gol3 ;AL offet o] B H
At}

=1
s

q71Me " = 2 del g Ee T
F& 9u3tx e} @ Fobdll n7h ] Hde] 9
O3 7H S 2 Fokel £ dBAd e A
o2 ofje} ol FAHE + Uk

Hel 542 TY 7Hx7t 248 2 Robg &
o]d d@{de] wthe Aotk 29 HAEL FA
51X & FehE A9 FALoY o] 8L $ &3}
gtoll A dFAelgte Rolnt fukstd 2 F4 9
013 dFAel &7] o)Fo|th(Bhattachayya,
1974). Bonzi(1984) SA] o]2% &2 LA F R}
el gold ddAd sl drtded 7A
HFofo] gojEo] o| B (FA}H) Hole] AER
o dade] gldte Rg ALASF I Ut &
A7l o} g€ CF3928|olEbHl o) 2= 3-8 343
o &3te YEREES GFL Ut

4.4 GIOJEIHIO| &, AEAM, 2|1 XEHY TE

2 AT HES A% dojgwoel 22
CF1239¢] -9l CF392 Eu|ojetmjo]x7} o]
£ 5 th CF392d]o]ehdl| o] 2 1974-1979 Alo)
o] £7+e 392709 E3o2 FAS e )
& vF9 YA H s MEDLINE
gl oA “Cystic Fibrosis"ghe FAl&o]2 A9l
5of gitk, CF392¢] #UE2 CF12399] d&#&E
MAste] HEdoletweo]l2g UBENHET
CF1239% 222 7IA3 e 784709 E2HEL
4 ARy 2EERE YR s A
T YA 39270 FHEY HE(HA,
&, 183 2% 34 24 Yee dojEx
oy #rEHL AYsach) & 7HFE
& ol&3te] AEHoletwlol2g AHHITh

Hz CF12399] AFAME d AEA-E8
7ve] AP R L A EolY FHYE
o] st} 837 42¢) Dr. Robert Wood2t 22 $837
7, 223 T2EARAY Qe A7 dE] ¥
o) AES B gt AEM-EHETY
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(& 4> CF392 tlojepjo] 2] &of FA

ZE2/8A AqAg
Hagor 472 3883
EFAzt 183 161.0
HagoF 12 84
Hoj g5 122 1133

AT BLE A A9 A 284 AL

e AP, 2T AW,
oz pRego Bty HERRE A I

A% % 2§l S AFR ol B
& 790 sgEE Aolth CF3927} CF1239

EEELTE

o] gBolna FAEAY F EF 10072 HE 83

Az ZaEAed ole 4FE
é MNE A 93 Aot} AENF HA A
FE i ole 23709 AEA P
Ho) HPEH F= 33702 FEA 49 &
"ok 24 ARAMG B HIEDTE 46603

o

off Rl

Hol A %

P Fgo|$E 6840tk CF302d|o|Ehulo] 29| &

2

sAe

2

|

5 71 4

AulEA LY o8] 4HE Thoizt
AE TR (E Dol et

B A7 e obelet e AF7HE(Null
Hypotheses) E°¢] & AR oo NE FAF

A5ol A AT

7444 1:

AYH Tol=Wg o] 88 HEUMA 23
g5 @e ALHIE AAEENN Ao 3

o7} $AIGH R Fol3R] &

74 2:

FHA 7P e BAEE Urold 5 8l
o} 370y BArA(21, 22, 28] 23) L A &
Puide s} Y3t Hed FaH dE 45
olgtx E¥lerh 28 YA 24 E 4R
223 3o g AFolgta ok

H7hd 2.1t
ZE/8A 9 AE AAE G YolM 9 A
ol EAA R F95A grt

F7bd 2.2:

OJNEYR Y} FXo|EEYRY ] HMUEE
Ao XY Aole FATRHLE FosHA] &
o.

HIhd 2.3
g ol=y f7o FAEEAH UAAAM
9 zfolg FANH LR Fo5A &

2714 2 4:
2.4.1) F7He) SYH: BARA YA §of
ENEE Aol A3 aAg A gich

2.4.2) FRRDEA R Fo|=FFALolo
FEAEEHA7} glch
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(R 5) 2PEA 2 t-H5F 3 o

Significance Test - Comparison between
Method(A) :Learning Sample Size(1)
Method(B) :Learning Sample Size(10)

NULL hypothesis: There is no significant difference between two methods, that is, A=B

Conclude that Method (A) is better than Method (B) with SIGNIFICANCE if Prob (NULL hyp) <
05 (that is, the value of the Deviate > 1645:the critical value of t is 1645 at a=005).

Conclude that Method (A) is better than Method (B) with HIGH SIGNIFICANCE if Prob (NULL hyp)
< 01 (that is, the value of the Deviate > 2.326:the critical value of t is 2326 at e=001).

Measure Deviate Significant?
Recall-Prec 3pt Ave 16503 YES
Recall at 10 Docs 1.5889 NO
Recall at 30 Docs 04223 NO
Recall at 10 Docs 1.3924 NO
Recalt at 30 Docs 0.0000 NO

2.4.3) SRR I} FojmwF T
28 E 27t ik

2.4.4) 3702] EYHAE Aloof|= o} FH A E
Zgavt

2o AR 1] AFE SlE 2etEA 2"
A At -AFHE AR et 2El X vy
2 HE714 & Threee Repeated Measure of
ANOVAE o] &3l HFaArt 2ufEAILY
o 17329 Aze] o)7h (& 5ol vhehd 9

28] o= v (A) 9] HFASFo] Wel(B) 9
oA SEA Q5 S2ivte A Bd 31 Utk
st HAZEA X (Test Statistic) ¢l 1.6503¢]
1.645(a=00) Bt} 7] wjZoltt. $]9| B7]oA
BEA 2 FAH 45E A 242 oo 2
& A s AR Asd weked HE 5

A7} 1.645(e=05) 80t 27 2326(a=01) Kt}
o “Yes” 23268t AW “High"#t 3t2 2
well = “No"gtal 3ok

A SPEJE(EE RN 28/84 29
A, goled {5, SojRAEY: Blst TPD
o FaHel HE ARG A S AF AT (R
6> vebt 2ok

Slell A
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(¥ 6) Three Repeated Measure of ANOVAZ2] A3}

Source DF Anova SS Mean Square F Value Pr>F
A 1 1.17571015 1.17571015 10.99 0.0014
B 1 000960869 0.00960869 0.15 06973
C 1 0.36429623 (.36429623 56.76 0.0001

A=xB 1 1.30581480 1.30581480 17.55 0.0001

B*C 1 0.06682668 0.06682668 1363 0.0004

AxC 1 0.00741627 0.00741627 167 0.1996

AxB=x*C 1 0.00074493 0.00074493 021 0.6481

& wel gojAx] Qoh, FE7} a=00504
9—]:_1- Roeg Jepwty, 7 HA SYHY B(LA
B)ol g FEIE 487 B R0z

Average Precision
05

04
03
02—

01+

o] ¥4 SYWA(BIS TPD o) AAH St
A gee UBT o ¥ SYHAS(ASB)
Apole) 3 2AEFHE (28 2ol eI,
SHERYA ] SIRURY T JYL
ol FAL HYHel Fhsloket Bk ahA
FMABIS Utk 1AL 2E/XA
o] AMEEHE BIZYH TPIZ §4 wol Yol
ANEEH L FAET 3l

— ABSTRACT

--4+—- FULL-TEXT

TP1

(29 2) THEEYAF $ojRU2qY 4334HY
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Average Precision
05 T
04—
___________________ -+
03— e
T —
TTTT— —— NO FDBK
02 --4—- FEEDBACK
01
0 \ |
BI TPI
(29 3) SRR AP o= Yo g/
(E 7 4 270309} AT 44837 A& HaFH)

* Recall 111 112 121 122 211 212 221 222
0.10 0.5603 05563 0.4726 0.4261 0.3215 0.2753 0.4517 0.3721
0.20 05273 05236 0.4464 0.3948 0.3050 0.2628 0.4362 03573
0.30 0.4790 04575 04143 0.3426 0.2891 0.2381 0.3963 0.3155
0.40 0.4533 04331 03714 | 02978 0.2737 0.2264 0.3652 0.3014
0.50 0.4408 04139 0.3522 ‘ 0.2856 0.2696 02218 0.3590 0.2908
0.60 0.3562 0.3300 02842 02223 0.2204 0.1862 0.3000 0.2405
0.70 0.3147 0.2876 02546 0.1962 0.1973 (.1823 0.2823 02112
0.80 0.2883 0.2718 0.2300 0.1823 0.1892 0.1761 0.2646 0.1988
0.90 0.2630 0.2528 0.2139 0.1683 0.1784 0.1657 0.2507 0.1864
1.00 02521 0.2453 0.2040 0.1662 0.1738 0.1650 0.2412 01722
AP 04175 0.3996 0.3434 0.2811 0.2535 02179 0.3525 0.2810

P10 0.1771 0.1687 0.1675 0.1361 0.1120 0.0904 0.1386 01217
P_30 0.0928 0.0847 0.0867 00751 0.0815 0.0651 0.0884 0.0779
P_50 0.0651 0.0578 0.0612 0.0530 0.0622 0.0511 0.0627 0.0549
P_70 0.0492 0.0461 0.0480 0.0417 0.0501 0.0417 0.0494 0.0427
P_100 0.0364 0.0352 0.0375 0.0336 0.0389 0.0316 0.0375 0.0333
R_10 05021 05116 04784 0.3814 0.3838 0.3382 0.4705 0.3623
R_30 0.6857 0.6830 0.6639 0.6004 0.6463 05870 0.6882 06213
R_50 0.7496 0.7356 0.7229 0.6804 0.7435 0.6873 0.7677 0.6738
R_70 0.7971 0.7762 07702 & 07158 0.8293 0.7482 0.8227 0.7339
R_100 0.8365 0.8152 0.8361 0.7923 0.8783 0.7677 0.8863 0.7886

111} 25-FA/Bl/Ye|=W & 112: 22-FA/Bl/5o|=w £ 121 25-FA/TPIvo|= &

122: 22-FA/TP/el=) 7 211 HE/B/mol=w & 212: HE/TPI/Holew B
221 HE/TPI/Hol=Y § 222: ME/TP/Hojey 2

AP: 373 &E (Average Precision)

P__10,P_ 30, P__ 50, P_ 70, P__100: 10, 30, 50, 70, 1007} E¥ @M %0 R88

R. 10, R_ 30, R_ 50, R_ 70, R__ 100: 10, 30, 50, 70, 1007} E8AM% ] JE&
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Precision
06— —_— ——— - - -
!
05F -
04—
031
02—
011
U 0l 02 03 04 5 06 07 08 0y 1
Recall
—w 111 ---e--112 —8—121 G-
—o— 711 ----212 —aA— 221 - ---222

a8 4 2FNE

o B(EO{HARE) S COHGA o] =) Abe]
o dEAgaANtE SANHOE FoFAC
w7tk B Co) 4B 4EHYE 28 304 u
of i glon 23S HE goj=uo] BIR Y

WO TPIZSE O ZHE ¢ B gal g iy ot

rm

6.2 AMEE Y2 Wit

it B2 g o)y AR S /AL JE 83
hel AEM7E 7 2AF A BAFE HybE<l
AAEEANS (E D0 AEe) FERHE
PAAE 222 10, 30, 50, 70,
o7l EHEAN Fo] A7 48 &) A (TE D

>~

&M 9] A&

8370 AEAMol ik Ha X))

o LrER} 9}

22-EA ) ZAAEH| T2 Rl 3 Ee
Ao® Jez gleu (2@ HelM terd o)
2 A Fel= o dE/TPle ¥lxd ¥2
AN gofjre] Asgol 2E-FAY FFgEd H
2t vk therolle A Fol=wo] A
40 nl Az FBFHt-FF FAE Lot B3
o}

H3 dolz=we] Fastel thE AT e
L2 (E 5ol dehen, §ojeits




(9> #2-EA/BIERAMN @A soj=me] &}

qgdmol=u g o] 48 HEPAN LYY PUREH FUE AT AT 6l
(F 8> 70, 1007} FH Mol o] gy sfoj=mwle| 73}
111 121 211 221
B Precision after 70 50.0492"777 0.0480 __70.0501 0.0494
Recall after ) 70 07971 ()71770?7 i 77{).8293 0.8227
o Precggi ajter 10( ) 364 70 ()I%Tf) - 0.0389 i 0.0375
Recall after IU(J ()836'3 0.8361 (.8783 0.8863
111: 2Z-EA/BlI/F o= 121: 22-%A/TPI/Fo|=w &
211: ﬁI/BI/nlolzﬂ # 2210 AE/TPl/Hol= &
3 A5 LA e Ao AYEAY A HIFAFFE(04175) 0] A3 M & ALe=
2o HgAEEL TPIZF A 74 ez otk ojg FA o 28/8H 9 &
2544%1(02810014 0.3525) $FHAY BIR®Z 42 st F Ao
7 1634% (02179914 02535) Fd=HU 1 2 Are #5242 AFHAA 20l 23 3
Ho 22-FAe HFAREFL TPIREFH &84 & & S FA8EAM 2 &L AT
2216% (02811904 03434) BAEI R, BIR&E S A doj=wg o] gato] g4A7]= Aojch & 8
37 4.48% (0399690141 04175) 84 =AU 45 & 2 23] d% AHHT ASE BAFT
AL HH e 2 DA sel7)Eol TPIRFC] 3 o <2 EW, HFY o= Fo HE
3 slojmmlo g B AL o 9y oy B P__70(BI1:0.050, TPI:0.0494), P__100(BI:0.0389,
o 23 gtk 23y 2E2-FA/Bl/dol=wel  TPI:0.0375) 2 2Z-# A9 P__70(BI:0.0492,

NOFDBK FDBK ChangeZ% Signif
Average Precision 03996 04175  448% YES
Precision after 10 01687 01771 4.98% NO
Precision after 30 0.0847 0.0928 956% YES
Precision after 50 0.0578 0.0651 12.63% YES
Precision after 70 0.0461 0.0492 672% YES
Precision after 100 0.0352 00364  341% YES
Recall after 10 05116 05021 -1.86% NO
Recall after 30 06830 06857 040% NO
Recall after 50 0.7356 0.7496 1.90% NO
Recall after 70 0.7762 0.7971 z 69% NO
Recall after 100 | 081 H2 0.8365 261% NO
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(B 10> 25-FA/TPIZ¥ A M sloj=we] 3

NOFDBK FDBK Change% Signif
Average Precision 0.2811 03434 2216% High
Precision after 10 0.1361 0.1675 23.07% High
Precision after 30 0.0751 0.0867 15.45% High
Precision after 50 0.0530 0.0612 15.47% High
Precision after 70 0.0417 0.0480 15.11% High
Precision after 100 0.0336 0.0375 11.61% High
Recall after 10 0.3814 04784 2543% High
Recall after 30 0.6004 0.6639 10.58% High
Recall after 50 0.6804 0.7229 6.25% High
Recall after 70 0.7158 0.7702 7.60% High
Recall after 100 0.7923 0.8361 5.53% High

TPI:0.0480), P__100(BI:0.0364, TP1:0.0375)&
T7HtE om o Ao He) vy xL A
d&& AAST U

o)A Y A Fol= WF HMEL YA 2
o] ol el thet FA=HF(tAF) ) AAE &

¢

o] npAlgt o] EAE o} JeH TF a=0.059)
X Fo3lthE “Yes"ol 3, ©F a=00191A4 #9
3lthH “High” attelle “No"gtx EAIHO 3
th (E 99} (E 10>914 30, 50, 70, 100 E#HZ
Aol g F o2y g4 A{A

(B 11) AE/BIRBoA {4 sol=me] g3

NOFDBK FDBK Change% Signif
Average Precision 0.2179 0.2535 16.34% High
Precision after 10 0.0904 0.1120 23.89% Yes
Precision after 30 0.0651 0.0815 25.19% High
Precision after 50 0.0511 0.0622 21.72% High
Precision after 70 0.0417 0.0501 20.14% High
Precision after 100 0.0316 0.0389 2310% High
Recall after 10 03382 0.3838 13.48% No
Recall after 30 0.5870 0.6463 10.10% Yes
Recall after 50 01,6873 0.7435 8.18% Yes
Recall after 70 074382 0.8293 10.84% High
Recall after 100 0.7677 0.8783 - 1441% High
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(£ 12) AZ/TPIRZAA A goj=we] 53}

NOFDBK FDBK Change% Signif
Average Precision 0.2810 0.3525 2544% High
Precision after 10 01217 0.1386 13.89% No
Precision after 30 0.0779 0.0884 13.48% High
Precision after 50 0.0549 0.0627 1421% High
Precision after 70 0.0427 0.0494 15.69% High
Precision after 100 0.0333 0.0375 1261% High
Recall after 10 0.3623 0.4705 29.84% No
Recall after 30 06213 0.6882 10.77% Yes
Recall after 50 06738 0.7677 13.94% Yes
Recall after 70 0.7339 0.8227 12.10% High
Recall after 100 0,7886 0.8863 12.39% High

HolEw FAFHOZ FoF Fdol ANF
o] ¥ A

HE/BIZY ] JFPHELS AP Hol=y
Aole (H 1IDAAM B Y2 o) ¢ S} o] A
2N Bl ¥ & ofntz FHHste AL B

ol B7] g &olt} o} BIZHM e 4] F
A Y] A8 w3 2Hste gojok 2%
2] e ol TEHE F UL S At A
o AE/BIREL 10, 30, 50, 70, 100 EAFZNEF
Jego| HFPA o= Fof st A 70,
100 EAHAF 7MY £& AFES HAFT A
o

(F12)o) M AE/TPIZY o AN E &4 2 HE/BI
2o AWt & AoF ey HPA ¥o)
cly AAg g e FES gtk F 2
¥ 2% 7t 1o dg A5 B FEF 30,

50, 70, 100 23N F 9] FHFE) o] =001
AA #o3 Reg vehde

7.4 &

AEdoleid o] 29 FAF F7he 19808 & §
& AR AL AT ol 2§ g A3}
7] 98 B RSl AEUlE oA
ol &% HAA A HMEEA] R AP
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