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Abstract: The non-projective structure of dependency tree refers to the phenomenon that the word nodes on the
dependency tree are misplaced with the sequence of words in the original sentence. It is not only of great influence
on the sematic parser, and is also of great value in linguistic theory. The non-projective structures are found in the
dependency trees and graphs in many languages, and have been studied well. However, the non-projective
structure has not been discussed in Chinese, as the projection principle is followed in the construction of Chinese
dependency corpus. In this paper, we construct a Chinese abstract meaning representation (AMR) corpus of 10,149
sentences, in which 31.62% sentences have non-projective structures. Then we figure out the three main types of
the non-projective structures, modal words, topicalization and the component separation. At last, we give the
solutions for the structures in the AMR parsing.
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AR, Bl AP BYAAE B AR TE 5 A3 A 1 bl SRR K, )7 A7 A4 22 (Nivre, 2007
B ER R E & T ORI Z (IiE S (Oepen, 2015). [Mi{EiE 218 & MKAAE R E
ORI T — e AR R A . BB 4 (non-projective structure) f2FH, KAFH E

T AR EA: EfRHHA:
EEWMB: FEARHEEE < RAE UERE R A3 it (18BYY127).



(RE T A R AR R S A B ISR (S K D). fEE R B, B 5 R
TIEF FH AR (Havelka, 2007), £ H 870 i 5i% _EH#E4T 1 2t (Mcdonald, 2005)
SR [ PSR AF VR U/, FEAE R 2R A I D R G R MG 7 e e, A5 R4
SLGEITEDOE BB TARAE . ALY, s ME DURRE IR, E 3 /i B2 o R

ASCEP X HERSE ISR T R G DHE, B BUHAETE 5 5 B FI A)vE1E B R g et f
MBEHE R BRA T AR, AT EEARAER I R B I R AN 4 A BRI R R AT F
AT DOE R AR A5, AR T e XRR I iE—— i R0E X3~ (Abstract
Meaning Representation, fij#x AMR). X7V TRAATEE, SIN T B S5 1) B 45
FIRFIRA)F15 S, B 7 RES I IS L], 18 R7RREJ)3® (Banarescu, 2013). {HH
TEAMEAREN GRS, TERIAERE . Bl RATEmEA “BES-idiE”
XFFIFSC AMR ERE (ZEit%E, 2017), Giit ARSI B ARSEAI ARG, NrpSchik
T CE B T A R 5

AR B 2 F o AR E T AR A M A T P SR AR, 2 3 A A A x
FER S G SUPE B IEAR NGB, 56 4 50 R n BRATEE T B R A B R DUE AR 450
EAB DL HEAT 2 2R A FNELR T, 55 5 5B R BB R AR T
2 eI E IS A e FnEAR

LM, RRAETRIEPAAERRRILE, TaAAm LT S E s 8 6] 7 E
TXMIE . WE 1 hiaF “WFm S — JWEVER, fRr7, EARAR BRI Sm R A
FNEAAR R, B I CRER” R AR BIAEX. X MR IR FAEAE SN F
B, EEWIENE RS, B0 A RIEEEIR A (movement) SKERE, &
BHlEEWMEN. AR FERESESFES . IBTFHHESTHREZ, 5IKT
SN A NS e T NSV N R A N7

EE

g

/ N

R L

W EH — W R,

e Bk SRR TR KRR R, BRI K R,
1 SR ENRTER RG]

A5 5 45 W) R AR TR AT BN S5 R R BT, E2 R B R AR R R S M R RF 22
MAIFFHE RS BRI TEERINER T, ORI — S5 B SLAFETE, TEHCRIERZ 178 5 M
B RII0E, TRIER I S8 21060, H2 BBl TR RNE 5 H AR 45 m &1
7. FTeL, EFR_EX RS IR B 7RS0T Loy N BAH . R IUHAUR B = A B .

(1) ZMM. EER Tesniére (1959) 2 HKAFIEVEIEIRT, R IE 1) 2 SRR 4
WA)THISER, WE S RIS . 2 J5 thm H1 Lecerf (1963) f2H T #4545t EEK
Hays (1964) #f—D4aH, B 2 Rkl RanRRAER R, A B SR T &L
BRI SRR BT B SIERN, s/ NERAL (minimal syntactic unit), H



XL/ NANERALE A P o )T A R iR I B RIS, AR BRI R —
WEAREAE X, KRR “ 2 (projective)”, ‘5 E 2> #8 (immediate-constituent
theory) 1 43 R AE BT 244 (non-discontinuity) 1R AHALL. )5, 2 JEEf) Marcus (1965)
XTBERSAE ) JE 0 SUEEAT T VR, RSP TSR, AR a8 B ) 1R TR Y
PR BB T BB A

A1 A2 A3 A4
2 Hays XSS LE MR E X

Robinson (1970) ¥ 4 ZGikh$e HAKAAEE R R TR R RPN KA (1) — AT
RA—MRSLIIRSY s (2) AJF MRS HMNE TR —msr: (3D AR — B #A R
FFPA BN (4) RS A BEME T B, My C EA T
AFIBZIH, 4, By CEEMNBET A, BEMNET B, SEMNET AR B 2R —
B o IR K, X DY 5% B Y TR A B T R R 9 B Csingle rooted ) %18

(connective). ¥F Cacyclic) FI¥EE (projective), MITARIIE &) T AR AE 20 BT 45 5 2 — AR
FARFEZR

TEARAFI FE G W i 1, OB T HEse Ve ), ZAF0 R T R i . R T4
PR HIAE — BRI b, H BT oHENLE) B 3 A AR EE, 008 2 G 5 35S, HIEIEE
BEE AP E R 1, TERRIETES R 2% IBF HHIE SN, JEB 4 A e,
PAFF# AT o

() KIH . N B ARG, AR R AR S a1 15 0 52 258 (Uhlifova,
1972; Sticha, 1996; Oliva, 2001; Petkevi, 2001), {HiXLEH}77% ML G IIE S 00T,
iR 2 FLSESCAR PR AE TR E S 4, B3R BDSEOE RN & MRS E (Hajic 4,
2000) R IR i A I AIE 5 1t SN, 1 Fo VR AR R S5 B HH B . Hajicova &5 (2004)
Giit T ATRIAS B EE ) 7308 A)BETLIE, LT 23.2%K0) T A ARG A, PR AR IR R A AR
BT B LEE LI Hl 4%, TR 2R ) JE R S R e T A
RIIRITT %, SRS BN B R AR B, W I8 R AT AR A

(3) K., WEEZIES PR ER R, JFBOEWE 2GS I
BEFEIA AT . Mannem (2009) F1 Ambati (2017) 33 BREDHUIE R s 454 5 F —E t
B, RGN OERR] . ANEIRME RO R TR =R A, VRS S AR
AR 45H) (Havelka, 2007; Nivre, 2007; Zeman, 2014), {HMiE & 45K 1) F FEXT &
HAE S BT B AT S AR B = . 22 1 M45H Zeman (2014) KI¥dRE, 25T 29 ff
TS BT R E & A SRR Le i, BRS AERSE IR &9 GRIERR) HEIFTE IR
SRR

#< 1 Zeman %49 29 FE = RVIER R25NEL 15
RN - RN . E[:575-T)\
ity b fry Al i it

o
ok

ok




(ETR (SRS 0.37 S5 0.51 % A5 1.31
(RRR TN 1.27 fEAE 2.33 %4 e 0.00
I IETAzS 1.08 A 1 1.17 i 0.83
LRINFIE 75 0.38 L 19.58 Wik SR Wi 1.92
=% e ik 0.00 E 15 1.12 VU IF 15 0.00
i 1.91 & HE 2.90 i i1 0.98
FI 218 0.99 BARNIE 0.46 RAKIR TR 0.16
faf 2215 5.41 Hi& 1.10 Z A [ 0.23
HLiE 0.33 BT 7.61 T HHE 5.33

PR ER A 0.07 Wi 1.77

FLVER], X 29 FHE S h KEAEAERE IS, Rl &7 B & A s, H ikl
L 20%. RAWILE . SR, MEPD R =FiEF A SR SAHE AN, REE
T T I =AM P R i 1 B IR . AR A Havelka (2007) %5 12 FeRHAE
BRI NWFRE AR BRI Gt S5 R, THE TS i & A R BOR A R &) T EEB Dy 1.72%
(W& 2).

% 2 Havelka 5 HY 12 #E S BIAERFL A FEL A

EE R EE e EBS Bk
HF HJF H A ) F He A
FEHE 1 1.72 (S DA (shE 11.16 LN S G ERIA 22.16
HiE 5.29 T HHAE 11.6 FEvE 23.15
PRANFEAE 5.38 FHEE 15.63 {1 27.75
Hify AT 9.77 %) A G 18.94 ff £V 36.44

IREHR R, ARSI AL 2 RS = AR P T s AR, (B R A1 = B A Y]
HE R 2 BB T E e ARRIA TR B3 ik, AR TEEEM, A%
TCAEALBX AN 454 . McDonald (2008) WUFFHCRE IR, SIN T BT X7 17 1B ) e /N Ry
FHER IS A ARSI AT MRS 2 A0 T ARG g eI B R AN, DUBIZ5 R L
T BEEEH, R A A7 BANAE UARAF ] (Oepen, 2015), DLAELE J A& 1S AL
R iE K7 (Banarescu, 2013). BARESHIGOE TARBOUM LR, (HRESH L L
7 TR Te L FRACR UG ) . ARBCR A MR IR AR 44, REMEARBIL 5 5 T AR
R, VYRR E B TR R

X DOE AR R U, AT A A BEIR, A R BE RO s 1 5 5, 40 CoNLL
PRI A P R DUE AR I P, A% IR0 IR U LTS S5 R ) 2 e i ok, Toidk P gt it AR
R AR . ANTARSE (2014) JEmg TORIIAF B R S 1 DUE T RAES IS, it
TR R R S . 2REE (2017) FE P SCH R IE SUER) 7000 FTERL L, WIS
AT AR AT LL GRS, (A3 R R AR B AT BT FU 7 52 38 5 A B ORI
AR

ARSCHET SRR 10149 ) ST RIS S, R TTDUEARBGE A A AE TS DL, XTI
EARBOR AT 20 2RIRE, RILDUEARBOR A MRS /L, JF v A i b BRSO 450 12
f—Lex 3.

3 XF5FARE3C AMR iERHEE



AMR (Abstract Meaning Representation, 5 H L ER) & —Ffa) 135 R N —14
FRRA 1) T P () B ) ) 0 SRR 7, S S S CSOME A& RS OOk R IR R R BE
(Banarescu, 2013), 72 H Hiifx 7t 7 ) 115 LR i1k H 3 B ) R i sein] (n
&3a] . Bhial. BRI VENNESSS A, 44 FhiE 564 (W argd (JREAUGEESE ). argl (J&
RS2, quant CBED 25 {EAIR, MRS A) T8 X E S50,

i, AMR ZARRES AN TE PN FFE R, B2 1 ATE 3 R RRIIN R KR,
{3 ATTEIELE AMR TERHE FIEIEARRE 451 . 25MEE (2017) $2H TR MRS AR5 X 55
5%, AT R AMR ERE, IR RNGEREEIGEFIERERE. KI3AHHT
HARSAF), A2 AR 1A 5 0 R AR R B i SMEERIR R, W0 x2 FRoREE 2 AN S
“ER-017 Y AN BN R A AR R T AL S5 S, REIE A R “HER” )
RELRFN “H-TE” WIRRAFAERL N, BAEE .

S5 F S AMR N THREE PN

it ER 2 =3 RS R

RO, Tt e S/ :
y: ‘ar, e
P i 81

X2/ $1-01 5

:arg0 x1/1h

:argl x5/t
:cunit x4/ R
:quant x3/1
:mod x8/1¢.

‘time X5/HER

W FH — 0 R . T

3 BRI TR B X AR SEf

ASCHEEL T B Mo ZE CTB8.0 ik (LR fiFR CTB) IR ARl 10149 A)%,
FRME S TR0 7720, FRVETZ R SC AMR TERVE . 7EBENLIFE R 500 AJiERE, AR
—F(ME1£%) 0.83 1) Smatch {E (Cai, 2013), 5H L AMR HIbRVE—FCRIEAM Y, 517 X
T A B RESR S 2 2 SCIE A E (CPB) FBTRIAE S Al L (Xue, 2005). %1 d 2 )\ CPB
FRyEER I SR, B BB R TEAS [F) SR 35 A SR, SRl 7 24510 AR
SCiIE T CEARBE . TEAESE) 1 26650 AN SIS A 1 A EAESE o X A SR A h 7 A
7 CTB ik, ADEARERBINER, HAE A ENAREFREMTEA AMR #UE FTE SRR
AN TR

4 SUBAER A AR K EE 51 Gt

TR RS, FATRAE JE R N, g 'S 1 F2)F, A shthd BT A B e 451
FEFRSC AMR BB ) 10149 M) T, 7 3208 M) 15 A Bt AEBSERD), Hefl
N 31.62%. MIRHIELBIRE, —IL4 193955 469K, it ARG IKIRA 3358 4%, 5 1.73%.
Ut AR B R S ITEDOE R 2 BN H L. Fok, FIHAE S —8, DOEREHERZ 42
HAFE SR SE00, WEEERRTE. S, R8s, ok, SRR mAN/INa) g
BT RE S EER B A . K 3 A H T AR A I RGN o R L, Bz A S
1, BEAD TN o RHEA) -, BT RS A 2 AR IS . XS E
M 2 /b a) 1 BT ERGEAEH

7 3 FIThRF AMR BRI P IFR 245103

B €25y - 2| & B (%)
1 B HERF 1680 | 52.37 | 52.37

Y01 FoR “ER” HE—A .
? EEUA R AR TERLE 10325 41, ik 176 AIAEEENT DR . AT ROURL ) A A, R AR,




2 INEJEIETTE 212 6.61
3 N EIERTE 68 2.12
RSN R o
4 WA E NG E DA NN 9 0.28
5 . I ETERTE 8 0.25
iEEA — 13.34
6 /Na) HoAth Bl 4y A E 64 2.00
7 VYNEP S Yan 38 1.18
8 BEsi e 13 0.41
9 AR Y R R 16 0.50
10 SNy | NRJBI A R A B 3 0.09
11 T FEARIEZAEN 7 0.22
IR Aéﬂﬂth% 002 | 2812 | %
12 e A4 s :
B 45 DL 2514 2 0.06
Elia CIRIE) pirdE 67 2.09
X EiIBfGE 17 0.53
13 | —E o 5.14
EEDATEY ZA 38 1.18
B BRI ENE AL 43 1.34
14 HAh 171 5.33 5.33
it 3358 104.67

AT LAE R, TERTA FEHERS 2R b, BESRHR T 5 Lh e (52.37%), it —2F,
HIRR 5> B (28.49%), i58i4L (13.34%) PLE—AL (5.14%). FHFATRZE it
B
4.1 RS

i1 (modality word) #TH& 30 AMR 18 &5k AR Eu ol e e i) — R 2B Y, 3
FhAER B AR AE THE 70 (Hajicova, 2004) S HAME 5 RAAERE T . f£9 3 AMR
AR 1 SR R AT PR AR A R AT T 3R T3, BB RS A E B 1 1 20

IXRBLAS TR EHE “RlRE” “WVF” “UF” “RrLL” A8 Ak R “ERKR” %, NI
PL “RZHATTLMEE]” XA 70, WK 4 fios.

ATLA-01 |

Qj.@_o
§%-01

K
KoK N e e
B 4 AR R A R

EXAMA)TFH, “RTeL” ENA) T I B JZTT 05 iREIE IR, ATl RIS —AN LI
“HLA-017. XA NI —NMEIC arg0, R RIS, “fE]” R “rrL”
1 arg0. “ N7 & “fE]” 1 arg0, Fonitid k. “ K287 WEKR “N” WEEBRS, H




guant &z~ “ N7 CREZET IR R

M EERTBUE W, BT “afbl” A7 B2, Brbh “mrbl” pfesgils N7 f g @)
ZAIINE R X, B R T AR 4540 o AR SN AVEAE U AT R A2 AR B T 1B 1A (4, B
DA 7= AR I P AR 451
4.2 1E-

TEAE BRI U % o 8 50 i P AR TE T L S BN AR 451 (Hajicova 2004), E)
HAB AR RO 5 R I AEAE 15.3% )35 4L (Ambati, 2017), HiHiESIL S ECERGY 28
B MR,

T AL S AR R A S N TE S TR AT E . WEXR R DB B G E
JREARIR o R R A B VYA, RRMRPR M, NTOCHEE S R IR T E L B KR
I3 B AT RN VEA %5 73 AT

(1) FBEETHRIEIE

B4 A E S R o R “UE 4L (topicalization) I . @4, BATRIIE
AR A3 BT B — R A 23 AR S R I, B A A 2 IR E ) P R T E A A S
I RARPGL A . {— AN 28T GEES KD B, REEERSEA —Eitt. X
Se i TOAE — M) P I HE B 5 VR PP AR 0 o 24 A /INA) b T4 35 5 A B IR 1AL 1
TABRAETHE, WAL RIEREEN . Hlin < BIR FEOTHZEME AR A AR LK
5,

WR-01
g
FE-01 .
{EHi-01
i Argg
| FR-01
' K i
LS
AR SE W HE fieil A AT

5 FEBEM T NARIER BERIERE ARG

TEIEAA)FH, “8R7 i FEAT R, “CSEOSHEER AR AR & “0R” T
PFH, B R TEA T A IR 1) arg0. “XTEREHARAEHIR” & “F
;7 1 argle 1M “XFUILRAN ERH” W “PEH” [ argl, Fox “PEH” AT AEM. “it
R & CHI” fargl, R & CANIE” 1 arg0. XEH T —/NxKFR “argo-of”, HIY
FEN T HES [ B EARTE, polarity (HtE) -, RRTEE.

M EE R AR A TR R R LR R, “H 5 CIb R Zp) argl RRE



PRI IBOERA 1A XA B TR argl, RIA)VEJZ 1 BB “HlR” 1)
FIE W AE B, XMETEHNE 0 515,

(2) BB RENE

BRIy (part-of) KA MRS, MRZW MBS THIT T, "R
RIERARBE A, Bl < RR AU BT L

FE?S\-O%
N\
{b@
L.
.,@ﬂ%gl
{-01
i i i HoOmA Kb

6 BRSBHIEREERRG

ALER, XAMITHR “fe” 5 “jB” ZAG %S (part-of) K&, (HZH T
WX AT ARG AN, FrUTERTEE T g “TERE” 3238 7 A T IR ATH, &4 FET
“HH” RN “BE” Z AR R R RIS . WATRALGE AT LR R, “RE” 1 “PH” 2]
MR 7y R R (part-of) 5 “HU” ML RA TR, FET ARG,

TR IR IEE MER R (poss) KIS, W “45)LTFHhER”, “Bik” WET
“OLT7: BESHEE, W “SERFHA.
43 AN E

J 33 8 SU 4y A E A /INE R 2 T B HE B 4 R — SR o R 1 40 5

(1) ERAXERNNAFS

AR RT3 X o R/ N AT RGP0 8, DR R AARIESZ 3R N2 il
R A B RS, R ERERET . ”

,,?*&0
i Ae-01
x&} 5 Nﬂ
e i fabl
H ﬁ i
- :

mE @x & &M ORW I B oo WE Wk L fabl .



7 ERAXFAREFBN EHERZHIERFER RS

P 7 AR SR S A R s 2 HE O AMR it RJ 454 (discourse relation) AbFE N in
[ “condition” MEE 1T M. fERXANE)TFHR, “9fR” REANFTRR EEA A, IR 2 Y
#3711 arg0, RISz 4k, S5 EA) “ R E ARG, 248 EZARETFail” 2 “un
57§y argl, BN . “ERA RIS A <S8 EFAREFGHL 25 0RF4E A1)
RIPERUEAE . A EEAHER 2, “350f3” B3d NS 2R A BT AR RS A BIWT Tk, TRk
TR,

(2) BRILEHAN S

T G5 R4 1) 53 B AEAE S BUM 25 _EA — AN RO R TR 5 (1) 22N 1] B A L, X i
DL G AR A X, ABRMIR T IER s a0 “3RE LS R ikEE 7.

A S
8 —RRERk XA BV IER S SR TR

TEIEAA)FE, “Llee- N7 ] AMR BRSNS “LIA-037, 2T
Pz, T R, “E” 2 “DUNT 1 argd, FoRIERSZ Ak “F” 2 “RUR”
) argl, Fox “LLR” 05 “WKIE” 2 “DULAY M arg2, Fox “DUR” MR ATl
I SC AMR B U T LAE B, BT “ DO FER TP L&, S8 bk <35
R, AR SIEE XN IR . MR, XA e A R AR 454
0] DL AR A B SR — R,

4.4 —RRFEAL

Bt DAL, —Se @ R A7 (movement), 2 SEEEBGRCE MR~ E, EEAFRIRIE.
SET [FIALTE S HA R 25 RS AL . T 1 LARIALIE AL 9, “ FRAEIX LR, M
TEE”,



R L = ro WE g
9 EEEERIERFERG)

XANE)F, RIE CHUR R RAETRAL, H AMR B LSS RIE I —BIE 2“8
AVEML N PRI LEEAR 7, “HU NP ()5 B S8 T AR 4.
4.5 FEFH/FEMNIRRIRTT SRIEXT R

M ETH DY PR A5 R R S, FRATTRT DU TR0t 55 13 R R RE 6175 I 1
ZE HPUE P AR R S5 . TEAR G T BEE R AR b, R TR B Le IR 35 4
Pl . BRI 3E T RS MR B, WA MOE SCHI M BER S, HARMERR HIX 4 2 BUSE
Ffl. %55 AMR B8 LS Z ] T A IS AR, R RoR Y CORBEEUIR  SEER RS 4
.

(1) HigHHr

AR A, BRI S LB s, FEIET AMR FRiEE R A E T . 78
FE R ANEMRATARE R, RS TA — AR T8 1 . 7RI 5 Il 7, ansf « 28R KBt
“FRE, MARTERARRE T (HRAESFNALE, TEHECH A BOE AR A EE 1
Fo, =N T EE . BN, “COBIR” A2 UEE AR dy R W, i R R
FEHABE 5 RIS R E Y, BRI 598 7 — € t#l (Hajicova, 2004). AMR i# M
TIEF RS, MARRITAE

TG — RS, TEABUEE P AR Z W5 (Camie, 2013), {HAEAKAFIETLH A
AR R o MKAFTEVE B AR A BRI, , X 3 B AL T IR 2 S i IS AL J5 1 R JE 4544,
WRAETRIE T 2 ()2 B S B AL I R) 14514, T DAEAR R EA A By =% . o —J7 1,
A ENE BAR T DU 4 (transformation) $/ESRF S AL, (HAA T EAEANEN LI INIR
Z RO AL, ABFEARE B SIERIN, S TR Z Witk SR AARE IR A 4 564 . Tt
FINERRDE. BAXAPIEN EMIEZ . RSG50, B RE AR AR R &
i

X B AAE T AL BERL, A1) IV XS5 8RR B OB I 14 S RN T . W AR
AR LSRR, BT F ARG, BARE S8 EAfH R R AT I8 L, X e 4t
MIAL B 2o = A AR o B, K “TEAEEUIR Rtk “MiS-EI -2 ik, BAARA
ZI . AMR MIZETE SURAF B A B, 38 7 BE&AIOC R R AL BN LE], R TE 4 Hh %)
5] RE AR . T “MES-TRTE T LR AR R R R A B AT, Refg b FRA Tk
— BB IEDOE A B ST IR A AR R B FE L5, T A 55 2R FE R S 2 (IR B4,



FEHLAH R AL BT 58, SHBGE VS X E 350 B 555 2Rl . AR A5 I IR o AT R e i 52 Tt
POBR)FWIRNEAE IR, RSO, BLE o B 55 B $ (i 58 AR 11 25

(2) HBhAEFEXS

HET, 3 AMR HBI W1 F EEEA 74%4£ 4 (Lyu, 2018), JUEINEH 58%74LFH
(Wang, 2018). FEFFLEERA S FL A (1) — KHE s o Ik I T B R 25 44 1 43 2 R0 B AR 3 7
ALVER], AR E )RR BB A A MR, (B EA —E .
AR SRR S BN AR B il S 4 T T 50% thl, — RIS B R S 4 TR
30% I LEAG o K ASEAAS T AR 23 PT LA 43 B85 11 1) 35 Sl S A S D ) L, b R S AR 1 ) AT T
A TR B AR R R IO AT ML S 24 5T . IXRE, 80% /AT AR IR s Mk B BB A5 LU U . T 20%
T S WU AR B R A4, W75 B — D UR AR I, 5 n] 25 FE X B R A AT @A T 5 (R B
BATBIA R H T B S M — A R 18 Ui 7732, Be B8 LR, KA ST B
R LT A B T EE

5 HiLRAFRIIE

SRR, B AR RIS SURTEE B AN ZE IR W I, JR R A e ok %
(I = o R IANBFFE, (H DUE P SRR A — BV 3 BT MBS 5 SEIEF 7. 4530
RGBT [ br oot T AR B G Wi 7 it . 3T AMR HIBMA R, 7ERIIIE &0 55
WL J5 1) 10149 fA) 532 AMR 1R I, 8 87 3 RN Ta ikt g, WA e
WA T LB 31.62%. w4 AR AR R DR 3 BRI . )
Gy B AN — A, HA RS TR SE AR o 40 B () R 100 B gt e o 32T R R X P A L S
5 € B 1A A FRECRER R, N H A @AR N R ia] e, oo FLHEATREIRACBE, DA THH 3 AMR 1Y
H Bk

TEARRE) TAEH, A TGRS P GAE XZE B Al K B M B S IR, 6
FEAEBR AR RS H . R, 5B BN i RSB R R A A5 L, 58 R R GEHUAT LT
FIF 50 BUTE V8 FF LR, AT RS = 20 SO AL 2 BRI IS ). B, ZET e
AMR 5k E BT AE BRI E BT, 32 AMR 2 BT 88 I R0R .

S 30k
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