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Abstract

Metaphor is the core issue of human thinking and language understanding. With the
development of the Internet and the emergence of massive texts, automatic recognition
of metaphorical texts using natural language processing technology has become an
urgent need. However, in the current Chinese metaphor recognition research, due to
the limited research resources, the model is easy to overfit. In addition, mainstream
metaphor recognition methods have the problem of poor interpretability. In response
to the above problems, this paper constructs a large-scale Chinese verb metaphor data
set, and proposes an unsupervised Chinese verb metaphor recognition model based on
HowNet. Experimental results show that the model proposed in this paper can be
effectively applied to the task of verb metaphor recognition, and the recognition effect
exceeds that of the unsupervised model. Moreover, compared with other deep learning
models for metaphor recognition, the model in this paper has the advantages of simple
structure, fewer parameters, and strong interpretability.
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PRl 2 R A M E A SRS EEZ TR, EMERE-MESIHSR, HE MM
7\ (Lakoff and Johnson, 2008) - AfITH ## & A - BARHK) . BRI S E AR RERAL L
SIRE) - TR RENAER, T SOE S DURBSANIARA T A o BEa A 7R B B AR5
A (VRIS 2 4 S S (B AR 1 R BT (Johnson, 2010) - FEMiRA] E7ER T BN AR
—FETRERIIEE ST, W SOTENLRRYE . WFIES % - ODHEPEZ DRI X, & — itk E
=2 HE B BRI 5 R -

FRmTEE AT ARESH . HEIZH RS HIASRAEE &, =001l 6e
—IR, AN—H P HKLI2100% /7 IRFEMH) (Richards, 1965) - TR, REEHER - fUE . 1815
SENSMEEH P IFRTIEE - AR A AR M IR, 57 RS - R FE
2 B SN R AR SO AR E N2 TR E & b, BRI T ETZ R RTE - EXMER
T, AMEYFHREBRIES SHEMA TEGRRSRELCEERRRER . Fib, EFERE
T2 BN AE T2 R0, 7R HIRE S A O3 W Ao — N EZE AT T ] -

BEMa TR R ANEM B S, — R N TAPERRT - ShTRMERSG - TR AR RS - BA R e
SERTU(RETT, 2000) - sIARE T RIS TR F % F 5 T SCES D Ba e SCI 7= A2 O RS gy « BAR bk,
A F e ERIBE B B S BN A TR, T B 1A BE e U 2 I 1% 45 I 07 = A B 1A B £
FARENA IR AT - FHERAEH AR - Flin, fEXed 7RO A XN ERE A, <
"X hiE AR IR R R AT B R A BR RO R I, TN X D R AR A
& UL AR IR TE D, R — MR AL - BRI, BORES T oA ey R
BE, HRABONER, HENA)TRIERE A R ANZ A E 0 EEAE X (Shutova
and Teufel, 2010) -

ORI, B HIE i E P SR TR E ek, BEEIEEREN, AR LT BhiA;
ESCERME UL BRI B, BRZ ARSI AR B ST IR E K - R 4h
BB E IR — AR R - Z28E IR . ATEREE . WMo Ue, T IEmE
BhECH . XS BRI, ARSCE SR T — DIEREBCRKIDOE oA R AR S . BHE5821X
B BNIA B 7385555 HE - AN, ARSCHRH T — M T HowNet BT i B DUE B A B M iR A1 BT
IETIANTREAL T, BRI BRI ) RIRS Ry AT IR 3« SEESZE IR R, TR MERf Rk
#0.7396, FEWE XA TIEENTARMEIRAES - H BT HARE 2 AL, AR CRALRE
T HowNet FIAL Z B AUTE LR &, SRR 4E SR HAT & BEAARRE -

2 HMXIIE
2.1 TEBHREK

BgT ) “FE 7 1 SCERAE T BN TE SRR BE IR IEA KN . 1 TR O FE 1R A A 5
fifi e ABEERIE . mREE SCRIESHE T, BRMARAIPT A REEIIRA - T IZ/#T - Bl
E NS R E R IR R 2, it B B iR AR PREE B D, R EFHRA
TR -

=] A1 B3 M BT R R R B LR (AR AN B AR 8, FERRTE MR R8T AR R &R 0 55 5
MR mMEE . FTEUBSEmER NIES, RAALSANGS /T, A
FICH A JT R M T IR . B AR T S BRI SO B AT AIARTE o FETERR S
PR~ BT T EEUE T — RIIAUR, HI T —#iEMaster Metaphor List(Lakoff et
al., 1991) ~ Amsterdam Metaphor Corpus(Steen, 2010) -~ MetaBank(Martin, 1994) - Language
Computer Corporation(Mohler et al., 2016) ~ Hamburg Metaphor Database(Lénneker-Rodman,
2008) S5 RN ST BRI S - a0, HA A Amsterdam Metaphor Corpusse H i HE G KR F T
PRERRRTERE , FERTE - ARSOR « NI 2GR AR 202 5 D ERIE IR, 222
R EIFEER AT FH o RIR B SRR R A AR AR T RS T R RE AR, (B2 5 RIS
Wit BT SRKAELE, FRmE SRR IH H AR = ~ BRI R /> o BUAh, ORER S Fama BE I8 AT E
NE, BOHAMNE SRR -

(I RS SRR, e 2 SCRE M SRR ST 5T, BEAE U B BRI
WG TANTRIERM AR . 110, BTEFESIRAR T FERERR R 3R0A 7 20 B RS ey i) 4
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O 3 7 A (B Effet al., 2009); [ TR T G515 D DOERE M A1 5 A 28 (25 81 et al,
2007); KEH TR T 652350 1Bl f) 7 BB DU RS E BHE (R K et al., 2015) -
ORI, LaRREMT SR DA ARG, SR R BB RE e R SRR AT - BRI BT
PSRBT ZRIFAIR R R L RG], M AAIR K, W ENARIE S A AT B 5L
FRE, R R B ADOE sh ARSI 8075 SCBTRAR BERR B, R BRI S IR AL THRE AP By

-Ei o
2.2 BEMKiR A

bE & FE Y B SRS BN BIRE S AR R AU A B I, shimlFE sy a9iR 5] TAEH
SHE TARKWEMN . N EHE70F0T G, BN/ ER Y T — iR 5 5 1a e i 7%,
HFZ LI ALURLE: 38 - HEFEMSeT -

ETATE X OTE, EITENNERE LS B8 S SRR T ZORIE], BEma) )= 1
B FEZHE Errhse, R IR, NIETE A, %7 BB IS 1E U7 BRI E X
ik, mEMRERZWilkssE1E LU HI8 (Wilks et al., 2013) -

E TR TRl — 2 W p I FE A O W shim RS f ] Sk 17 Fa gy B R 5 #
R o T LA R R HLHE TV - B HAHERE T TE (Mao et al., 2019)FIMHE RIS HER %, KA
R Stainhart 52 1 KBS T2 5 R STAISMTER 1S (Steinhart, 2001) -

ETHIT 7 ER BAlG R FRMALRNRA T E, tREEE B RE S B SRET H I,
H 3 2 B AR A KR 18R S AT et f A, 3 T 5 RARAI, Kintsch A A B 7E
T LA T 7 TR R HIASE 1 T ek 48 R (AR Mg 440 A 32 A1)V 5 )8 (Kintsch, 2000), Masoni
Hi AR FE R il AR S8 CorMet (Mason, 2004), ShutovaFlTuiney#F{# F WordNet <& 1E S B IR 1 & 17
TER G E 2 J5 77 ohiFE BR M B3R B (Shutova et al., 2010; Turney et al., 2011)- (Mao et al.,
2018)iz F # T'Word EmbeddingfWordNeti 7775, $&H T — 170 W B BIBR MR BIERL . F
F CBOWHISkip-gram3& 7 17 B My idl iR A1) - Klebanov& A (2016)$2 Hi T — > h a] B ey 1 7
RTTIE, ot TiEE - G0 18 LSS BN B 18 RS T 97 28 B %2 e 72 (Klebanov et al.,
2016) - Chen(2019)f# FH ZE 15 BAE R BB FFAE, #5 BIIRE 22 >) AL R R FE I - Nacey s
AN (2019t RN FHEFAIE S KERIX A, NES XU ERAEHAL, BH TETINVANE L
FIFEMEIR AT o DankersS§ A (2019)if 1 2555 ) 7%, RIS LENLAS 20 PR M1 2407 LA
KMESHHRAESS, R ES ZRIFNERENE, MmN MESBRRBIZER - Song(2021)f#
FAFIREREX Bei = onA A T, I B ENRERE S AR SIS - B SF B )
KAMEIFFRR o HAMNDE [ HRE %> NKHEERE B shiREURHER T, BfEEHmE
2% (Tanasescu et al., 2018) ~ KA HILIL M L& (R FE=Eet al., 2020; Kuo and Carpuat, 2020) ~
FAFRELZ (Mosolova et al., 2018)FATHIIZRIE F 12 (Liu et al., 2020)%, W TRRMIRAESH
FETR R 2283 T B m Bk o

3 HiE%g

LT H K DOE shin RE e e 5 LR B, SRR I 5T 0 A (B A L FH B 32 BIAR K
HORRHI, FATE e E— 4 BRERWR DO SRR EIESE, E1E5821 51T K)7385 1 A1
T, ETIREEL . BIREREGIINERIFTR -

Ok WF (E#) g ZF OB Wi
TER D AT T IR T e LR 1 G O 0
SB4NIFH T — M T %% Gl T 0
T BT O R EE ) % AL SR Gl MR 1
RSB IR RS T —HRETE U Gl i 1

Table 1: EUIEEES]
3.1 IEBRIE
FESEEREE GURDGESNRIAE) (AR, 1994), M4 1200081 POE S HE ) H
%, HERERERIEEET 228, AT A TRt B AR shi, BRI LS JE5m

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)kﬁwi% %\2582:’%268?\, PRI, HiE, 202148 H13H % 15H
c PSS E g Al



HEESY

SON—ERRIBNA , [RIEAR RS R 807 1 SR B 7t AT TARE, MR T . BolEdR G
TREIIT0% - AR B 5SRO BRI, RAGEH30% -

3.2 PREHIE

T ] 5 Mg = B B TR ) P ¥k R T SR g AR ST e AR RGNy - TR PRI T B TR B RS R
ARETEN, hANEERAFEAENM, —REERR, “RHMERR . o UELA
e R SR A I S R 430, T BhiA i) 7 i SRR S B R i 2 3, RS A Sy
MRAIZGRE R - FIRIEX DE, KA TEMETIRE, 7T LU i LR 51 i
WG, WELFTR -

FEX:0 i f1d ZE
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Figure 1: BEMibRIFHLIE

PRI IB R L5 2

Verb-Metaphor = ID, Sentence, Subject, Verb, Object, Metaphor-Tag

Hef A FFRR: ID, #RATHRS,

fi]F: Sentence, FRFERIEITR;

BfiA: Verb, TRIEFMIBIEHIEIA -

JiZE: Subject, —MFEETE, XEIESREMFIEAVEMMEIRIE, REZ O -

%Z: Object, —MFEFEIE, XHEIESKEHFEAMBSIHMEFRTE, REZO .

FR%: Metaphor-Tag, [ XAR0, R NIEBEMIAE; JEF IR, FoRNFEMEHE -
VRER BARIRAEHN M EE, FIEXAFENSIERREE, WaEzbatil—1, mRL4E
Far, & HIEER— M RREE L

B MSHIEED L

PRIEZER: 0001, SUSFHIEE N, 4%, B, whe, 1,

IRRXREE (BN, vhit) ZAEREE, EWNFECEEHE . 5%, MXERNEE
IR, —MMREZIE, RETEGTR, BAEFE L, FrLWRER B -

B12: A IROZ R R

PRESESR: 0002, FAFERIEERIE, 401, Ry, ®IF, o,

M AL EE: R XHE W, HALERM, FrLARERO
3.3  PrU A &I

AR FEIEEMNNEIES 2% BRVEERS TEHA, 446 BRIEE CHEMEXHR,
SRR AR « M fA . MR DA RS MU FE, A E R FRERYE L, R4S AR
AFIEEE o EEETTENASIMER R AES N, SR 2 N NEFI NI NN, B2 2 NN S
A ELA R A F#ATIRE - BT —PMREFNERN AT, R/ NANFRGEW X% 6] T HIbRER
2, MIARETER . SN A F %G 7 — 2 N NAFATIRE - SR o A/ NN BB AT LA
SIZA)FIIMESE R IAS—BEN, MIRESER, BUPRFEA—R&ES NS U0Tie, &R
DEIRMNZEEN, 3% 6] F T RARPRE - #d EiAES R, N TE—1EFIEE)
T, B2 237 73Rk, v DU AT RER PRIEVRIE B — B FIEIR R « &5 1A Fleiss’
Iéappas(197Diﬁﬁ§f&ﬁ%ﬁ&-ﬁﬁf&% o BiRERK = 0.72, VAR SHIRE B R & —

AR EER SRR E T EAT A EALH], R EIRETE - H LRI 45 ) B B
fih b, Al A SR AR T R SR IS A), SIGNAIR SR 2 EA TR ERE, e
HIEH R, PRUESRARIERYE - 2T RO A FE R 52 SEEIRE i A N & R B BRI
e, BHEHTHERAFAER, RERWEIREIEREFTEEE, R—ATT R
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4 FETFTHowNetHJPUE B AFS MR 77 1
4.1 A

ARSCHT R H ADGE B RS R B A RESR R A AE B TR AR S (Continuous Bag
of Words, CBOW) FSkip-grim i Ff /7 % B3R ik A\ BZE_E A (Mikolov et al., 2013), PIFIA K
NTTHERIREZR AN E 2R

CBOw Skip-gram
BAE REE BHRE BAE REE BHRE
Gy
Cy T
Ca

Figure 2: CBOWHISkip-gramZgft)

CBOW {71 A B AT 4 BIE E T30 (C) Fafubi (T) MGG - R5E
ABOES, BRI TR R T IG, SBIMAR (1) FiR. HRERTL
i, FRFTEA T R0 MBS, BT m A EE .

argmazP(t|c1, ..., cny vy Cm) (1)

CBOW HIRETEZ & LR

1 -
HCBOW = % x WZT * ch
n=1
m (2)

1 .
-3
m E)

n=1

HAC, 2 Fn MESIH A, WA R IRERZ 2\ AERERE, o), W' H
Fn MR, B NESFRREARE . K, FREURE SRR F & 82 E R
B N #softraxREEE T AEFD R ST FI AL 8 A H R

T T
up = W' « Hopow = v{" * Hopow (3)

expuy
\%4
Zj:l exp(u;)

HewpsETHiH r S, HSCh ERREZEME M2 2 AREREREW RS E, X
RO o VRTERZEFTRICEA -

B R ORI AR ED o WRIW ORI BRI S R RSB T R R . B, RAEREF L
BRI EE, BIP(ter, .. cn, o cm), ARELL R DH OGRS, LR H R
HILLBIRE BEAm0 - WHIRATESEIA, WA R B AT I IE S « WA F LI, WorRH]
fe] &2 AT LA AL R o

Skip-gramf=CBOW K[ 4%, & BRI 2 F0H H 2 90 5152 Fo O A5 52 1A B GRS - 3l
SRENJTIEREIE L 45 R B DR B KL B SIS A R TIIUAER , AUFRR N

P(tlc1, .oy CnyeeeyCm) =

(4)

argmazP(cy, ..., Cn, ..., Cm|t) (5)

R E B A S0, W258T1- 426801, IEAIEEAE, i, 202146813 %150
(c) 2021 TR s 35 B2 A BAE = 2 L
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Skip-gram RIFE#Z € LA T -
Hgg = Wi «T = UZT (6)

B TRERFOFBEAGRY - Skip-gramAIFETEUZ S T ORBEI A B 2o, F3E, B
INZBIEOURE t4T - £ R SCARIER .

T T
Uen = Wi * Hsg = vg,, * Hsa (7)

exp(uen) 8
ST cap() )

3 fic, 24 5 L 10 S B BT - FESKip-gramft, WM BIHUL T, W, R
i

4.2 HowNet

EIRRMIE R (1999)$2 i i HowNet  (FFICZFRNFAM) JE— 4> LAPUEF S B HIIRIE BT {U%
A AR B, LIRSS S /] LU BT B BB R 2 T )R R B AR B R
RFIRE, HASEEEREILE AR, b BRES AN S#IESE T mrp iR it 7=
B -

5 ([ SGFEA M) FAWordNet 5 15 SCiA 4N [F], HowNetFF AN & 81 5 Fr A “HE & )
LR — DR A S B R R, TR B — AR5 RSO SR N B — A M AT
o HoAp MR N ENEE SR — MR, B A USRI O LS <SR 2
TR — DM B BN E LB AL - Hownet— 3R A 715000 LR, ®T LA 28 DL LA
KE: Event|E - entity|SE4E « attribute|J8 14 « aValue||B £ H « quantity|${& - qValue|$L
#{H ~ SecondaryFeature| /R EHFE - syntax|THi% ~ EventRole|ZI &S M « EventFeatres|5I )&
3

plenlt) =

P AE EE TR G )iE SO 8, HowNet & HZ AL Z B AR A, A EMIKRAR -
FIRAR ~ LCRA S FURAR - BB RR - BYE-TEERR - PR RR - iS5/ 250
B/RALEE-BNRR . RB/NE/DBYE-FEERR - TR-FEHEXR . GF-FHFRA . B
Al-FER AR HBIERR - BHERR . FF-AERA . HRKAR . AAXEEERFALZ
[AIER AR, B BT Bhia] a2 A0 AR -

4.3 HERINEZR

AR H AT B AHE SR AN 3 - 5 SeARE B SCHT AR R R A ISR VA, RIAE
BRI SRR « X BRI A A E RS (35 RO 3 K P 5 7R BT 3K A 22 AR08 SCEUE LA
FORGE TR B E A, 8 48 IE RRER « [K 0 27 K8 SO H T HAR TR B R B
PR, TR B R AR SR A TRV, BT DU X S AE R IR A5 1] B TR R\ BE 15 88 5 05
SC, BT S FEMRAES K - B TP Rl jieba M AR, EHIARIG) T U5 O B -
RIRARIEFMERAL, FEEHAESRBI ) BRA, EEREIAE BRI - EEEIREhRES,
fiE FHHowNet IR B 1] i [F] SR F1_LALIR, # Ui S8 W - 55 =20, BT ISR A3 ik A\
i, BIRESERIERA SRR, HFENFTERER R AR, BRINERIEIESR AR . R
JE MU ARG TR 56 P TR A 1) B SR S ) B Z (AR RUEE, 3R EBI S AR RIRTEw*, 1EfRidkein
EWHFRRELACH « H/aitEw e Z FRMECUE, WRAEMUERTEEBRER, #
SESCENTAON IR ; AR R NTEIERS, AR hia R - MRIEHowNet 2 it
WOTE SR A, ATLAONBEENRRER), BAT& 5 BB ST H & B AR - AT H A2
STERL, AR B BT ) AT ARREE

5 SERGR KT

FEX RSP RA B DOE SRS R AR Y, AT T A0SR, 1LaEi R R,
TR A TERIHE B(E - 2.8 d FEGAERA RT3, RIEEE IR A S B . 308 S
SFHESERS FI LR, B UERETY A R

Ohttps://github.com/fxsjy/jieba
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ERE | jmEea | v OSEIOR0 v
() | v | 2o

EA: Ul gnA: | HowNet | B! (5,5, |!
ewwed ||| TR b ||
' WAREEE

Y S w LSATFEERAFEN,
4) S=cos(w,w,) E

Figure 3: Y& BIAIBE M 1H HI HELE

5.1 BEFE

ARICIE I 7 B X (0.3, 1A77 30, W€ 1R T A0 B BI{E 0.8 - 1Rk A HO4E X
B 3004 - X BAIEN TR PR E N R (Ace) , FE (P) , AEX R) , F1E
(F1) - BRGERINE2H7R -

HM{E Acc P R F1

0.3 0.5357 0.2678 0.5000 0.3738
0.4 0.5560 0.6256 0.5496 0.4763
0.5 0.6575 0.6617 0.6651 0.6593
0.6 0.7066 0.6924 0.6926 0.7067
0.7 0.7253 0.7068 0.7024 0.7238
0.8 0.7396 0.7218 0.7092 0.7358
0.9 0.5758 0.6000 0.5885 0.5635
1.0 0.5357 0.2678 0.5000 0.3738

Table 2:  AN[A] B (B A TRIMILE SR

5.2 ABRARERME

N T FUEFRTE — B I SRR A T ER T SEE RN, ASOEIT TE AL, RIEA
HAE R BRI GO, RBUR AR RIS E - AR SCEH TL et al.(2018) AT 2R
TR IF A A AT DOB SRR MR A « AR SGRBE EE R AR B UL E =i
AT . ZERERENOSKIEI T, IRARURMEIN R . RI\EBESFERIIR, KX
15 P 2 R0 SCRIAE Bl B SR SRR A R 0, 0T PGB shiFl By iR 51 E 55 SR B 1R KR
B, fEVERIR L ABERENS R E6 N 7 8 o i BB RN R R £ 6 A B i T AT LU B
SRR A BB HRR , FETFEAR S DU S AR LU GRS R E I A ERS R, MK
5 B TR SRa MR A iR A &

TR A Acc P R F1

FARB L +REFE  0.7396 0.7218 0.7092 0.7358
HEBR 0.6791 0.6768 0.6587 0.6706
NEEE 0.6864 0.6762 0.6800 0.6880
i 0.6652 0.6600 0.6495 0.6595

Table 3:  AN[A] B (B AITRMILE R

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)k%i@i% 26815526871, IPAIERE, TE, 202148 H13HZ%15H .
c) 2021 HIE EES AR
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5.3 X HLSEES K R AT

N F—PIEAERE MR BT A RIROR . A SGERE S I MR T, BT
B HIRERIR AR ((Jia and Yu, 2008; Jang et al., 2017)), FIPB 2 TR E 22 ) BIFE A B
B((Wu et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020)), ¥R MFEATR, EFSHENERTFEEIINS
BHE, NEEESE, R TEBEAOERER . S TSRS, A XHEHAHTE X5
AR, RRBUER AR ST, B eEEE R i R AR - e BCRIREIERFEME, 1E
F W BRI A 45 3R -

A P R F1 SR =
RIS 0.7218 0.7092 0.7358 0
Jia and Yu(2008) 0.3704 0.8297 0.6026 0
Jang et al.(2017)  0.6641 0.6261 0.6454 0

Wu et al.(2018) 0.7643 0.8262 0.7954 2,600
Liu et al.(2020) 0.8573 0.8748 0.8660 110M

Table 4: AN[F] BI{E AT 25 SR

MEREIERE, AT HEET HowNet FTE I B DUESIFBS MR AIAL, 7ER AR
AT XS ARR P PR TE B JT, UEAEF MERFRIR RS 10% LA E - M TETIRE
S HIBS MR AR, AR AR R A SR I E BRI AR, AR T A B AR
ERKET 5 - MHTCRE 2 IR AT ZANGRESE, #E9 S 2R B Bk sRE 5t 1
FOCREREESE - Iehh, AR R AE AT AR BRI Bl an “EA DR ARl B
IRFHRNZE, HFMLUEACH . X—flh), REMGIH HoE & MESREhia <, &
Wershinl <, H B BIRZAALIE 04988, (KT EIME, FIETRZG AR5 550
RS - KRR, TT—IF, REBUEATEHRIE. 7, BRI RIS 4 T ERAEhiE <
A7, BB RN, HE T ERRZAE 90.6703, RTEIE, KRR ZE 4R
B B REET - I8 HowNet H 2 BLHIRNC Z 1A A1E LR AR, BEMS J9AR T 1) 73 4R (1t 175 b A 41K
Y - SXEBTRATR BT J5 AR, JoRe ey AR DR -

IR AT T IR A AE — S (o Sd s AT EE A RIS, AT AR IAS SO RS T
GBS ROE « R IRE N ) A E AR R R - 2 ol HIRE AT RE A TR AR
ERHEE PR RE AL & BOBEAN T REUE, T EALCEAE X SO RS L, TR
TIETARA « ZARMRRIX AR, HEEMYIZREIR A RITERIA T, REEREGRNE, %
FER, BT TRMERR BRI -

6 45iE

Fhof B iz B — @ MR DOE S AR AR R PR, AR T — MOV EE D)
TGRSR S, W TANAEME R, EAEBEENNER R, FH2FIHER
My 5 AERS R BE A 1% o BRAME T —FRE: T HowNet HIJC I B DUE SRR AR - %71
ATEEAL M TIAL BRI AT AR TR 5 B3R 2 50 BORERe « EAR ST RIS AR+, BRI Rk
S T EVE BT B R MR A 2 SRR B RERS e B TR B A S IR AR, Ul A
PR H AL RE S R T e RE MR A S5 - [FIRHZARTEAE H T T ahim B R Al B 27
SJET, BAEANE R . Z5UD . AR, RSB AR R AL TR -

22 SCHk
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