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WE

TEIEAIE 72K (utterance domain classification, UDC) & 11515 5 Hifi# (spoken lan-
guage understanding, SLU) A% XXM OGP R . RS i = L 038 I3 i 242 )
KUAMR T ZMMNEH, 3 UDC Mt Rt &R T — S KE, HEEXN T
BRI, WK ERKMEESGEAE 5N E SIS, A0 UDC i8R &—
AHRIK . ASCHE H — P T S B TS (RS T AU 4y 250575 SAN-DC (stacked
attention networks-DC). ZMRAIZEE T X HETEE £ Z X E S RHE R, BEomx)
AR B AR . R EAR Y 2R B AL A A & (contextualized word embedding)
133 R iRl E R, AR REZ R KA EAZ M 2% (long short-term memory
) KBRS N B R M ER N . B IEAGON FAEH AR 1ML (self-attention
mechanism) SRAFFLREE SR KA, R JE 1A REER /) (word-attention) JZHz2HX
B YER. wEH%RZEZER (residual connection) BHKZEBESE L HEREHZE, &
UMb SE IR 22 205 A5 BIRLA . AR SCHE A SO A 7 R B B R SMP-ECDT E36
WEPT R 7V v . i S T R B SO o RSB B, ARSI TS T
S R AUR A R IEE . JUHEN TEOVE R FabiE, A SO 07 E R
Fuit I E R RE SR T N B2

SRgiE: RN HEREE) . ZERESHER o EREE

Complex Utterance Domain Classification Using Stacked
Attention Networks
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Abstract

Utterance domain classification (UDC) is a critical step of semantic analysis in spoken
language understanding (SLU). Although attentive recurrent neural networks (RNN)
have been widely used and have taken the state of the art of UDC to a new level,
there remains challenge in effective DC for complex utterance, such as long utterances
or utterances with commas. In this paper, we present SAN-DC, a DC method based
on stacked attention networks, which integrates the capture of multi-level linguistic
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features of spoken language to enhance the understanding of complex utterances. Par-
ticularly, we use contextualized word embedding and encode the utterance into vector
representation and learn the lexical features by applying LSTM. Then we capture
domain-specific word dependencies with self-attention mechanism at the syntax level,
followed by a word-attention layer to extract semantic information. We finally employ
the residual connection to join linguistic information from different levels. We conduct
extensive experiments on the SMP-ECDT benchmark corpus. The results show that
our model achieves a higher accuracy than the state-of-the-art baselines, especially on
complex utterances.

Keywords: Utterance domain classification , Stacked attention , Multi-level
linguistic information , Complex utterance

1 5§

IR, FIERMBEFAERNN HE AR PR AMRRES, B2 HEEHRES, 1Tl
BREFR. BESIN TR TR AT (ArdleE, 2015). & ReBIT 00 OGB4 o =2 EE
& Hf# (spoken language understanding, SLU) #itl, RINL#s@TEMH PR 11184, A%
X EPATIESS (Tiir and Mori, 2011). XFT “ReEfa 4”7 HATHEMERE DL, HEEE
B P BE 1 2> R BREE e, DU REAT 3 — Db B . O BEFRONIEIE 5128 (utterance
domain classification, UDC) (Tiir et al., 2012; Xu and Sarikaya, 2014). i, FH/FuHE “4
RAEMBIRSEAFE?” NAZE e m R3] “RA”7 .

L4818 22 U 43 S 1 FH il PRI 2R MERE R A 2, EATIE —XF 2 (one-versus-all) 77 10
A7 52K (Kim et al., 2018), #lanZHiZH[EH (MLR) BCCHFFREMNL (SVM) . XL E
A8 A ) n-gram FEAE DA S B T FR S 1A SLUCRC U RFE . BB TREE E S IR R, — e ity
ZNHTIEEDI, HIREMHZ ML (deep neural networks, DNNs) (Tiir et al., 2012). &
HAHZE N 2% (convolutional neural networks, CNNs) (Xu and Sarikaya, 2013; Kim, 2014). i#
JAHHZ 4% (recurrent neural networks, RNNs) (Xu and Sarikaya, 2014). PAREETHE 1ML
il Cattention mechanism) HK AR HHIEIZMZS (long short-term memory, LSTM) (Liu and
Lane, 2016; Kim et al., 2018). JR& TR 133 & WL B8 1% B 1 b DGR ) e 8 43k
TR RHER I, (HXFITEARETE R ETE 5 WS A K (Cheng et al., 2016). X TEIRE
s, WKERKMEEEEAE 5 HESMMIEE, A0 UDC 582 — 1 Hkik. Bk
BB E R Z WS, AR S R G A G E R R R RIA T . w1 fr
TR OO TR AT 4 K () S HETE B SMP-ECDT (Zhang et al., 2017; Zhao et al., 2019) Hf]—
AN G T AE P AP 5T 30 R 43 SRR v ()R D TR . XM ERR ] T BERT ik
A (Devlin et al., 2019) PL XA LSTM (BiLSTM) (Cheng et al., 2016) Zifidag, 435 H T %
JER /) (soft attention) (Liu and Lane, 2016; Yang et al., 2016) iyl /7 (hard attention)
(Shankar et al., 2018) HLiil. ME 1 TELE 2], PMAS R = AL 52K e 0HE 18 H o0 1]
CRMLET ST RN .

BiLSTM soft att KM LN E, v EEiEB
BiLSTM hard att REITCHME, 5% 3G E M

Figure 1: —ANE 44186+ B1E 2 7 0L

AR 7] 2 A TR U KR T M S K EE I A SAN-DC (stacked
attention networks for domain classification), M LES 7 X OEIGE 2 2 IR EE S FHE Al
o BATBALEH BILSTM E# i EHRmIS N E R &ERR, HAEH BEZENH] (Daniluk et
al., 2017; Liu and Lapata, 2018) i3} € SR EMCHOC &R, 285 10 H 1l e pL il S BOE SUE
Bo maRAME AR EEEREREAFESEXRNERE, kT 2 2 W% e B AR B
g CBUZEE) BT TR A

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)k%i@i% 576 ﬁ—%ﬁsog WEATHERE, PE, 20214E8H13H £ 15H.
c) 2021 HIE RS HIES YRR RS
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ERZER AL R B T — A ERAR R 2 TR TR AT S8 S AR Y, A P SR TR A 3 S ) 2
#ETERL SMP-ECDT _EHUG T O0 T et AL RE . A ST L Eoriikin T

o ARICHEH T bk T HE S 2Q0E R 0 M4 1 TR ST R SAN-DC,  SEIURIVE. Ak,
FAANE L Z JRE S E BRGS0 E TR I S, S s SR R

o JEIdH SRR K EEEE AL SMP-ECDT _ERISES:, I0UF T A SIS T8 T
FHERRITIEIBOR . JUHN TR IR, ASCRBRMEREIRTT N R 2%

2 AHRI4E

AR RERE TR IR TE 2 2 O S RER L, e B AR s rkRe. A
W EA G REARTTIE, TR A S5 F BN L3R T VR BT ARE «

CAA R 2B SR BT ) Tt m s Kasthae, FHIRMBASRE SVM Al
K% (Haffner et al., 2003; Phan et al., 2008). B)5, RE22217EHRES 4 (Natural
Language Processing, NLP) F152F5¢E, FRM N HAFEIRERE EM4 (deep belief networks,
DBN) (Sarikaya et al., 2011). CNN (Xu and Sarikaya, 2013; Kim, 2014) 1 RNN (Xu and
Sarikaya, 2014), JLH 2 RNN F1 % A LSTM (Cheng et al., 2016; Ravuri and Stolcke, 2016;
Vu et al., 2016; f[ FJE5E, 2018).

TR, EREINHBGIAZ] T NLP o, SERUE W L% T SOA 70 RAE 55 h il UOTA
B BN E ERN (Liv and Lane, 2016). #3872 (Kim et al., 2018). 15> (8B,
2019) MISCAY 532K (Yang et al., 2016) 5. & JIHUHILE Jy 58 1] 43 o AL = 77 10 3% A 2
{H Cheng %5 A (2016) 45t & Tk 58 235 5 RS M 2 k.

EVE R JIPURIE RNN AR IR 1 e B Ak 2 A 6 77 (Liu and Lapata,
2018; Li et al., 2018; Lin et al., 2017). #RT, & FHE 751 R B IS T2 2] 4
PR . N T HEER KBRS, Vaswani 25 N (2017) $E47E i N B H T L8 B3,
FEGR IS AR AD S AR b 51 T B R AU PRI SRR . FEASSCH AR, JATEH BE=R I
)5 3 ] R RO OC &/, T 3G SRR R i 1R N (S B, A B TR R R
2T SRR HIRFIE «

FATHIRE Y IO AR T IR Z2 A o FA 72 T R T T AR R SR 2 ) RO A0 VR TR e 22 ) 2% 1) o
2R (He et al., 2016). XFERE @IS BE BN KRS, AT ARZRE R
fE4r. B, Zhang 25N (2016). Kim 25 A\ (2017). Zilly Z¢ (2017). A& Wang il Tian (2016)
Cg ettt 1 UM T 3 9 T 3 A B 22 IE R LSTM 284 . AT B 2 R B ] Tk B
B ENE FJZ IR GAERHEZFE SRR 55, 115 BILSTM T i S Huiid v & Il
HITEAT I BT, RNl ad RNN Z244) 5 47 4 55T

Bn e e TR R A g 1715 5 5 B84 (Hashimoto et al., 2017; Strubell et al., 2018) [
WF5T. Hashimoto 55 A (2017) fERAY BA R BE 7 I AR HIAE 55, WAL IR R 2R E, A
Fl LSTM Algk 2 Be il o S ialik . AVERIE SURFAE . A AT T AR S B8 e B 1 A28 mh S [) 4% 5o
FMESHINERESZ A AN, BB E AT UL BEEE TR AT 55 . A AR L2 3] | Yang 45
N (Yang et al., 2016) HIJa &, AbA TR 8 00 E = Ay B = 00 73 IR st S0l 3. (H
KRB AT 2], AR 7R SCOE A B R, A EER
DIt BRLEZO TR ), RIE TR GO R ), B R B S B S R T S RE,
R Jn B R ERR R S E B D R, sl 2 BE S E RS, N T
DRAES, BEEN B AR A R

3 BA

AICHEH Y SAN-DC FEBY [ iR AE ZL 2 . AR B el s — M S EE )
PR, R0 2 2 IRITE SHFE GAVE . AL ANERIE SURFIE) BORHE, SRIMSEN & 441515
R SR LY

B, ERERMESEAE R E (R, ASCRAKZ BERT (Devlin et al., 2019)) 15
B R AP G AR R L, Rl — XA LSTM  (Cheng et al., 2016) JZ¥1E 15 g% N _E
P HERR. 25, BAVESE FEERMER BILSTM JZ B4 BEZ 18U (Vaswani et al.,
2017) SRARHGHE Z AR H . AR5 7E BVER ) E BB B RIBBUT AIE XEE. 85,

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)kﬁwi% %\7692:’%780?\, PRI, HiE, 202148 H13H % 15H
c PSS E g Al
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Bi-LSTM

Bert#i A\ g E L E N =

Figure 2: SAN-DC U HEZE

AR ZERSR G IF BILSTM & Ja KPRASR B BT S /) E i, K& B R IEAIC Z 4k
BATE—E, ARSI R ERABTTA softmax W BRI 4% 82 2 DL 15 15 AR
%

PR ) AR 2244 52 3] Hashimoto 28 A\ (2017) MIRFFEHIE K, ABATRIBFFE 7 AR FIRE £
ANZE SRS A R, T8 I BEIRERE (skip-connection) 6t 5 8 IR 2 AT S5 HOMERE, T FRAT]
(RS R e et e FH 3 2 WL R 7 225 S SR A v 1 1 AR 7 S M
3.1 BIiLSTM

RNN C&4 12 AT NLP 1. SR, AR EEMR L RR 2% S K7 SO/ iR ) &, R AT A
R RNN AT RE A2 RAER), BRI 2% ek B i B B I oA BT 48 8038k, JF s 2 51 KPR
&K /ESERE ., LSTM (Hochreiter and Schmidhuber, 1997) 83 5] A 3L HI R Z XA i &
AR LSTM 417

iy = o(Wizy + Uihy—1 + b;) (1)
fe = o(Wyai + Usghi—1 + by) (2)
ot = c(Woxt + Ushy—1 + by) (3)
§t = tanh(Wsxy + Ushy—1 + bs) (4)
St =1t O S+ ft © 511 (5)

hy = oy © tanh(s) (6)

Hrbd, f Ao RERBAN. BEMBLTT. o /% sigmoid ¥, © & XA AER
e W, U R b 2l NS E.

2 8B 78 70 B AN Z0 ) 7 sS85 B RE S, FATER A B E XA LSTM (BilL-
STM)o % (21,22, ., 27) RANFINTH, HA vy BBZ] ¢ .

— -
ht = (p($t + ht—l) (7)

BT ET G S RS, SBT69TI-ST80 T, WEAIIEAY,

hH, 20214E8H13HZE15H.
(c) 2021 FEPXFEEELSTFIETELT RIS
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— —
hi= @@+ hi-) (8)

he = [, B4l (9)

Hrb o &N LSTM_}!Z]%L%EZ R0 LSTM %) ¢ KGR, 10 b, fJF1E LSTM
FERSZ ¢ BIRIRSCIRES, ko A0 By BIPHEAEDY BILSTM FERFZ ¢ FI%H .

3.2 HEERN

ATV B S WL ke ol P R E AT R R . R H € RUdy, x T) & 3.1 Fih
BiLSTM ¥t 7al, HAE T MREME (b, ho, ., hr], HH d, RETHURSIYERE . R E
Vaswani 55N (2017) $#2HEH77, B4 HSEIERE Wo. Wi M Wy X H AR,
BHA R Q. K Ml Ve HfHR/NFE /3L (attention head) B, = H&E Q. K MV I
W5 H WFRAR—FE, A A8 S AER ) (scaled dot-product attention) ML THHEIER /10
*:

Q=WoH (10)
K =WxH (11)
V=WyH (12)
Attention(Q, K, V) = softmax(%)V (13)

Hrr dy AR (11) P E K 4L dy, 2 el 1.
T BE R AR ZEERE (3.4 /N1, ATAX H AESAMEARBKAZE V. 5T A
EE NN REMLEL, BATR V By H. BATREE (13) S5 BT 25K

QKT

Attention(Q, K, H) = softmax( \/E)H (14)
Hrp Q A K JER IS (10) Mg (11) SRiHSL, 1 H /2 BiLSTM 4 551«

3.3 AERA

ERZHIEN T, B P (mean pooling) B Kitifh (max pooling) #E$E 7512
VISEnIAT 1. SRTAT, IR R A 8 B Fh A v E AR IR 00 A €, DRI ZEAS 8] 1) B R ST L%
BAAFRE. Yang A (2016) FIFHHEER /1 (word attention) SRiH5H A) 5 &AM AL
H, WERNE, BAOIBEAFRATIER, BIER S (soft attention) (Liu and Lane, 2016;
Yang et al., 2016) Ffi#yE & /) (hard attention) (Shankar et al., 2018) HLll.

ks e BERSIZME T [e1,co, ..., cr]s ¢ REFE—NZIM mERR, Hdie [1,T].
MO IS el i R AR A ¢ el s, DAER o MIBBUIRES R R, RE1HEEA
I ZIH A — A E R IRE a;, FRFTRBEA N 2B ERRCR S s 5 BN 3C s, ZAIHIARBIE. &%
Je, MABAEEIAE a; KIHEA)T ¢ T B IIBONSR R TEEE 3o 5,

s; = tanh(Wye; + by,) (15)
exp(s] sw
U= Z(azcz) (17)

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)kﬁwi% %\7692:’%780?\, PRI, HiE, 202148 H13H % 15H
c PSS E g Al
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Horp w2 R TGS R E BRI E. WL b A s ARTIIZRSH
i R LA U R DGR A R B — /N4l AT BASR R O

j= argma:niTzl(ai) (18)

wherd — ¢, (19)
Hep j AAFHREE I ER KAR RS, o AR (16) FERINE, uvhord JFEH
B A R3] m) £

3.4 REER

e R R W e S A% 1) BR BOR LS N B IR R R 22 W 2 R B, A I AT R 3 3k RE
AFasE, UHETEAIEZ AU IUT TG ER . B, FRATE ZER] AR R AR SR A ph 4 ) 2% B8
gt Oy T MWBRLAN R 7 TSR AHE B, 9752 3] Hashimoto 55 A\ (2017) B K, AR
Hh A FH B 22 S8 R N 5 BE IR = A 28 I 8% v IR 5380 A 55 (R M e

A5 P Dk 5 4 SR e A AT vh AN [R] VR B AR R P A ) B ) PR 2 HE 4% (He et al., 2016) #%) 72
iR o FATE AR Z2 R A FFE R A MFEIEAR (shape) ) BiLSTM A% HARAS hy BIFIEK
R IIHH L we 4.

Ve = hr +u (20)

Horp o, RIREERNRL . EE, v BWBIRE by M u BIFIR (shape) M.

M IAEE AR EEE AR AEE BE T R T softmax i &, 15 BILSTM
JEARAT AR L LE B A ] EIR P ANE R RIS 2, 38 B DI e AN 2 40 s () 2, A
WA A 22 R G A 1M ) L

3.5 iHIBESRSR

50 (200 FHEE v, &5 BILSTM ) # 2 %0 RS A = 0 % B 3k T vk 2= 8 5 15
FIER, AT ve MNBIHA softmax HUH KA 56 ERNZE, DLFINSSRARZE . 45 e
Pa4E D, BATE LW

hdo = softmax(Waove + bgo) (21)
[FRE, FRATEH SR 2 1 NLL A/E AH I 2%«
Lo =— 3 loghrlyils?) (22)
(y',at)eD

oyt RYNGSE R | AMREARRTUSARE, o BRI EE RS R, 0 NS,
4 £

4.1 HEHE

NT VP FRATEE AR A R, BRANTAE 0 B AT 2 25 UETE R SMP-ECDT (Zhang
et al., 2017; Zhao et al., 2019) 3T 7550, %Rl MG /RIE T KRS &0 5 515 B Z
Fody (TR SCIR) MAELKH WM AR AR GFLYTEK) #2ft. HAk FRAHTZ 2018 4F
R AN IR R ARVENAE S — “ A SCiE TR 287 PB4 . 28R EE S 3736 4
WGRFEAA 4528 ANMAFEA, 5 31 A28, BIENINZE (chat) AIFES (30 NMEEAMED.
7t SMP-ECDT ##a4EHA7/E 4 — & bl R i HEEE GRS 10 MU FRIFEARSR
2143 4>, BLMREER 50%), LLKARIE S E A AITEE IR T IE S IAEARE 1290 4,
PR MREEN 30% ). TEIRLEHXNS B GG, IR AL R R (E B B 1), HA
i R AT85K 43 AT AR R TR A

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%i%?(#)kﬁwi% %\7692:’%780?\, PRI, HiE, 202148 H13H % 15H
c PSS E g Al
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4.2 SZWE

ETALEE 51, FATEH BERT (Devlin et al., 2019) Tl iR K I 7 M & . 7E BERT ik
NI, FRATITIZ: BERT-base HIEIECE — 2 HIFH M EA/E RN, IZREIER S BN Z /)
BE, RIMEES (out-of-vocabulary, OOV) il <UNK> #ridfC& kA . 7& BiLSTM =,
BT AN B LSTM #.70 Cunits) BN 64, TATHHE G488 M3t 128 4. th4h, BILSTM
=R 22 R Z ) HH ) Dropout (Srivastava et al., 2014) SR AW E N 0.1. HAEEH Adam
s (Kingma and Adam, 2015) #4704, o 81=0.9, $2=0.999, e=10"8, ¥ILHFIFN
0.001. BIIYIZFECH 100 AT INGESRIAT 10 P22 XEAIE, 285 1% A8 X6 IE i 4 18
SR AR S ARG AT TR . T AT &5 SR 5 RIRST S5 (1) T 4018

4.3 M
BATEA I SAN-DC 5 BERT fine tune BAJ% 4 MNET BERT #9553 S0 A
I3 RTTIFAT X L
o BERT fine tune: %5 EH#W BERT fine-tuning (Devlin et al., 2019) N 24> 24T
%, ERZHM T — Nz,
o BILSTM: % jikm AN RHLIIELE (Vu et al., 2016), AEHIES T 55,

o Multi-head att: 1% /517K H 2 kiEE AL, B2 seq2seq Y “ Transformer” (Vaswani
et al., 2017) B FEZH R, FATH &Rt AT 80 5 FBALSS -

o BiLSTM hard att: %J7 &8 H HA B E = JHLH] ) BILSTM (Shankar et al., 2018) i
AT 53 AT 55

« BIiLSTM soft att: Z/7VEM T EAHIERZ IHLHE BILSTM (Yang et al., 2016) #EAT 4
KA

EHAEERE, XA+ BERT #A (Devlin et al., 2019) HFEH, “i[” #2EHE “77.
WARFEEWEL T AR, B2 54 BiLSTM hard att A1 BiLSTM soft att JEfl FAH R A&
ML PRARE E U RE R e &R, R EEERIERARIE S ERNE R, WM FE
115 W4 9. SAN-DC-hard att #l SAN-DC-soft att.

4.4 SLIREER

BAPRE LPERERT . R1UE/R T SAN-DC 557t J& 7 VA 7R BEA MR 48 Hh i3k 47 7t
¥ L ff 50 L

Tk EFE (%)
BERT fine tune 80.60+0.28
BiLSTM 82.07+0.41
Multi-head att 82.06+0.65

BIiLSTM hard att | 82.73+0.56
BiLSTM soft att 82.99+0.24
SAN-DC-hard att | 84.49+0.16
SAN-DC-soft att 84.61+0.26

Table 1: SAN-DC 5 # 503 & 5 iAAE M L PEREXT L

BERT #& A

MFLIA] LE B, W50 R 7iEd, 1€ BERT N ZERE BN b 2% i 2% % i #5408 T g 4l
BERT fine tune #%8Y; {3 & JIHUHIE Bh T8 mid sy K IER %, o BERT i A BiLSTM
soft att 7EXF LU I 7838 g T vk M gl e i . AR SCRIMERL AT T AT B i 5T 3k R VAR AR,
HoA SAN-DC-soft att AU ZRIEHI R i, A2 84.61%. X L FE LR A5 Atk e 5t Ay 2
FIRVERE B IR, A ST AR (1) 4 SR 4 net IE R R Ay ) 3 1.76% Fl 1.62% .

B R EAE F RSB, HT69T-5178001, MEAINERr, i, 20214E8H 13H 15
(c) 2021 hESCfEE2 HESHEIRRE



SHEE EREREXT . BATE AW R TS E R IR E RS LR RS
KERK BT AE 5 WE GG E R E AEE N B, MIE R E T 2144, DL
RO HE S IE RV ERE REEN IS TR BRKNATREERZ WS, M AEs
A6 0] B TR TR R PR S A R R T A0, R B R B0iE R R R
A1) () R BSOS R IR, R EAT IR NS B e AR TR 15 L, A
TIZ BRI R, AR URRIEEIIE . MAEMERIAER 280, (EHBER Rz
[ ROC 2R, I 5% R I AEAE i & Ror (520 (14), HERIZREET %
AR TR EERE L E RO, B3R SAN-DC St R34 (K] Baseline
fF KM BERT # AR BiLSTM hard/soft att) 7EMZE Z4iE51E FRITERERT L .

90 A 90 -
m Baseline m SAN-DC g9 | ®Baseline @ SAN-DC 88.45
88 4
& S 881 87.29
X 85.77 = g7
~ 86 A 85.39 b 36 |
5 o 3 g5 ]
g 82.45 E ., ]
TR i 5
e R o
R 80 - R
81 4
78 - 80 -
with hard att with soft att with hard att with soft att
ENGE: 357 &t ENEE 327 &t
(a) BEKMEE (8 >10 (b) HiE T MIEE

Figure 3: AL 512 50 50 3F R 287 52 % 0% 15 I 14 Re X Eb

MEIBTT LA 2, AHE T a AR PERERIIR T (UnsR1Fs, X hard att A1 soft att H2k, 7
HHRTE 1.76% M 1.62% HIIEFFR), NRARKIEEREL, ERANESEL, ALK
FEVRTE kAt BTN B U], EREIRAS O E PERESETT . 4E hard att JEZE, K
TEE AN E 5 U 1H &6 70 R FRIE R R 0 R T 1 2.94% A1 3.88%. £ soft att Hegk, BKILIE
AN IE 5 T TE A 70 RIE R R 22 B SR T T 2.29% A1 2.17%.

ERERNL, MESH, ATESR], SRR R R AEE F U S R MR LU R T PR B AR
IERIE R, EIXIFAEWRERRTIER S 2K, Kb, BREER, &0 RS8Rk
R BT, I HIEASRRINT, AR 18 B WU FIE AR B o TN TSR AL A5
EANETE Ty, BB AFEROR IS SUSIRYE,  IXIE N =N R) 7R B Ei M e (5 5 B
PR S B RIEH R BAR . FRATHIRR 32 B 0538 152 Jm T X R TR G O .

4.5 H—BRHT

REFEBERREM. N TR Tk 2ES DRILIR ZE S MK I ZerEgE, BA1e3E T
SRt FER loss MIARAL, R WNE4AFTR. MEAFRATTLUE 2], TLig&7E SAN-DC-hard att i&
#& SAN-DC-soft att H, RZEEAELE] 7 IEMERENIRUR, MRS, EENE
FICRARS LT 1, BARMREUE C REm RS Y R SR B R . 13 R IR BRI

WAL T . FoA T — B R AT AL b, MRS I B R E R K E 5 E 6T,
ME AL SAN-DC BBIAEIREE 1 ER BIER IR MR

(1) R ZE 4L

AT E = B E AT, DURE A b J B A 2R B TR A SC R ) SAN-DC
BAEIRE R I EMZESR, Bl uEbsFR.

TEBES A, 3 A EE S R U SRR o R A R 1A T AL, RIS T AR
WS a] IR AR E ) EERE . FERGERE I, AT S —AMA B E, X LR Rk
FORBEAN TR B . MR E R A, R R JINE, T T SR RIE R RIE R —
MAE N T RE, EEw L, EEESBEE I EEAENES, WNASEFT R UE
HoR, MR EE B L RGEE T E IS, BIRINE R ) 07 E Bt B b AR
BEAmEE s, RSB TR, mEA) A RHUERERE, ERAEX KHLE AN R,

B b B R A KRR, RT69TT BTS00, MEAIRGRE, HilE, 202148 A 13H % 15H
(c) 2021 HEPIFERFAHHIETS A
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= —— SAN-DC-hard att 161 —— SAN-DC-soft att
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