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BIBT—IVAZVIRMMNERZRHTVS. LHL, XE
KH3T—5HICF, 2EDOERA,SERLANIE (Outlier)
NEFNZI LB, BABRICEREEZSZS. FEXTRE,
N—RIWVBEEEICEZHLWANEREFE Local Kernel
Density Outlier Factor (LKDOF) Zi2%R9 3. 9, h—%
IWEZEREICLDEFNGEEZERIAHAIATZERDS. ZUL
T, #HAIA7OHR(EZ, EREOHDEREL, EEEED
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DHR{EZ, EREEDHDERETZIET, T—92450H
HOERZERBLANERI72EET S, REH S, Local
Outlier Factor R EDWEEFEL DD, BVWVREBEZR.

Data mining technologies have getting more and
more attention these days. Primary objectives for
data mining include extracting valuable piece of
information and predicting latent tendencies from
massive data. However, most of the data mining
technologies have been strongly affected by the ex-
istence of outliers within the data. In this paper,
we propose a new quantitative score for outliers,
which we call Local Kernel Density Outlier Factor
(LKDOF). (1) We compute a distribution score in-
dicating the density of local distribution using kernel
density estimation. (2) We compute LKDOF as a ra-
tio of distribution scores of each data to the median
of distribution scores. We incorporate the distri-
bution of the whole data into an outlier score by
assuming the median of a distribution score to be a
distribution score of normal data. From comparative
experiments, we show that LKDOF exhibits higher

detection precision than conventional techniques.
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1. EUSHIC

AVy =%y bOBRICE D, SCH - Eif - Bk EDdH 50
L7 =803, BRCEML TWwW5, JEE, s KREIChD
T—=h 6, AR EAE, B - BET 27—y v A =
VIBMSHEHEED TV L, Kiglcdh 57— 7 HhiciE, ko
fidm) 2> &M L 72444l (Outlier) & ENS 2 03D 5. T—
YA =TT, RN, 7 7AZY Y IRRIGHIER E Vo
7o, B E 7 L) XA HW S5 08, BAE 7 LY X
LTlE, HUEICN L TEECIE VWb b S \w, 2oo, 4
TUEDHFLEIZ KD, BRI E o T L £ I 5EDH 5.
Az BT 28, 77— ~A =V 70FEFIcBWT, &
WRFRET —<D 2 E%E->Tw3 8 11].

MBI T, RESHEL T, Hiiid ) Tk Az L
Frticaironsd, AfidHFiE (5, 6, 13, 15] 1, IEHFH - 4
TUHIED 7 RVAFF— % FvT, Support Vector Machine 7% &I
k0P, HNETH 22 HET 5. BlidH Tk,
TNNET Y ERELETH L, RN, HnfEoT—%
BED 2L, TARYEEPTERNI LR EDIEDLH L, —
Ji, #hhie UFIE (1, 3,7, 9, 16) T, B, SGAonTRL
L 77—y oitnfiziEilds7o, 7—2 1B 28T
<, WHTZE 20850,

NAUERRI R L, £, UL E»D 7 AT 2179 F
®E L, 7,9, 16] &, FORESNUETH ZrDA a7 2REIET S
Fik [3, 10, 12, 19] LicdbpiFon s, HnfEOmMRERE L
T, 7NV NES 3 TER, WA, IEEE - Ao “fET
HHDITH LT, Ra7zBINT 2 FER, dlifEs k5, 20
72, AaT7EHEETLFIETIE, Aa7ToONOEZIR, A2
THREOV M n b2 TR EDT = BfETE S, X5
12, Aa7z2EEOBIETCXY) %2 2 LT, IEHEHE - SFfED 7 X
NEEKT S EHTES, MUEDOHERKRZ A a7 TR T
HEE, 7OV TRT TIE L AT, JCHEE A, P kas,
AFTIE, ARUiEAR 2 72 & 2 H 7 LSRR Tk 2 R
&9 5,

Hliize LAAUER 2 7 DRER L b DIC Local Outlier Factor
(LOF) [3] 7% 2. LOF 13, MU L5 h38i 2 B I i 4
2EL, FORENIUETH 2% BNICERT. RN 2 %E
X, £7—=2IcBWVT, IfF L ORKEETH O b I NS HE
f@pric, i T =50, EORESEEN T L, TEY, LOF
1%, T8RS MO ZBIEE T, RSB EHIETH
W, Sz a7 ks, 2000, T—Y2EDIA0
o RUL, MUETH L LHETE R T —F TH>TH, 4
THZ a7 SE > TLE ) GAaMRH 5. Zofl, iz Lot
AR 2 721, SHUEA 2 7 2R THKIIT 5 Local Outlier
Probabilities [10], 7 —F VEEHEEIC X D JRPTHY 2 % £ % 5
% Local Density Factor [12], 3Ef# & DPHEEED Hhs & bl 2
a7 #3K® 2% Local Distance-based Outlier Factor [19] 7 &
BH 5.

ARFSCTIE, B L wEGiZ LAFUiEA 2 7 Local Kernel Den-
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sity Outlier Factor (LKDOF) #42#%9 2. ##ELFILETIE, %
T, FT7T 87T, A—FVEEHEICE YV RITNREE LT
SR a7TzRD S, Z2LT, ghAarohiliiz, EEHE
DLDEREL, EHELDNMAa7OHE, HfEz a7
LKDOF &%, 3fiAa7ohiRfiiz, [EHHED S D EARGE
T252LT, T eEONMEOHREEE L ZUER 2T %
Biid %, MRS, LOF S EDMERTIELHKLT, &
WO L 2 1572

DI, AKX okzny. 92 #iTid, iz Ltnfiz
a7 ORI OV TR S, 2w, HI3HiTIE, A—F
HEHERE 1 X BAMUHA 2 7 DRI 7 L3 ) XL ERHRICO LT
BNz, Z2LT, HAfiT, RETFEOHIEL HKFBHICED
AT, Itk HBHHEITIE, FLOLHSBOPEIIOVTIERS,
2. PBOERRR

AKX T, FNAVNTF = zRE 7, MOFEARLE
T BENRTRTDH 2, BHlia L2200 27k
2, ShERI R 2R ET S, Hlilis LANER 271
1, Local Outlier Factor (LOF) [3], Local Outlier Probabil-
ities (LoOP) [10], Local Density Factor (LDF) [12], Local
Distance-based Outlier Factor (LDOF) [19] %= EW3H 5. #
flize LAMUEZ 2 7 ORI 7 L) X AT, SUEx, 918
BTS2 & L, BT — 8 DRFTINAEED» S, LD
A UETH 2 D2 a7 Z2F T 2.

Breunig 523e¢E L7 LOF &, RN X 2 iz L
iR 2 7 OREN L FETH S, LOF 1, £7—% x &,
ZDEEFRICHET—8 N(x) &, &7 =% ADETN
REEZHIIY 5. LOF T, £7, 7—% x O k HHOWEHH
o7 —% LDMREE dy(x), 7—% y &L DMREZ d(x,y) &
T2L, 7% x L T7—%y & D Reachability Distance (RD)
EROMIERT 5.

RD(x,y) = max(d(x,y), dx(y))

DWT, RD 26, 7—% x FAD RN %% # 3t Local
Reachability Density (LRD) %53 5.

k
ZyeN(x) RD(x,y)

ZL7C, LOF ¥, 7—% x® LRD &, ZDiEffd LRD &0
Koy cERI N5,

1

LOF(x) = ¢ >

YEN (x)

LOF &, PR EEI X 25Ul 2 2 7 ofRENLRFILET

b, MEEHCESC P (9 B TE R wANEEBRIBETE 2

LR, MUt BINCER S 2 LR EDHERS, 208K, »
(ODPOBBRFENELI NI,

Kriegel 52324 L 72 LoOP 1%, LOF &[fkic, R A%

FEC X MU A 2 7ThH 2, JHUER a 708, EORES N

LRD(x) =

LRD(y)
LRD(x)

HTH2POMWRTERINTEY, B2 7—%Ly MHTD
IR 27 DD, KA TH 2R EDRREERFED [10]. %
7z, Zhang 52324 L7 LDOF &, &7 —% 7T, k-fF & 0F
B L, kBRI L ol TERS N > VY TV
FIETH 2D, WHER Kk 2 HFICRELSTD L, SHUER a7 D
TH05 LDl L, IEHAE - SAUiEZ XY 2 BIEORIE 2 &
I B RRE R [19).

Latecki 512X % LDF 1%, #¢EFH:ThH 2 LKDOF &Itk
I, A —FVEEMEZ W, ShUER a7 25T 5 [12].
LDF <Ti&, £7, LOF LHRIC, KT =% D k-ith & Ot
T I N2 Reachability Distance 225, AR %E%E KT
fii Local Density Estimate (LDE) %, 7 — % V& EHEE %2 H
WM 5,

RD(x,y)?
1 eXP(_2wduwﬁ)
LDE(x) = -
k ye%‘:x) (2m)P/2 (0 - di(y))P

22T, DRT—=FDRILETHY, 0 3H—FNVIEHTH 3,
LDF 1, 7 —%® LDE &, 20 k-iif50 LDE O VE LD
tickhgEgsns,

_ % Zye./\/'(x) LDE(y)
LDE(X) + £ > yen(x) LDE(Y)

LDF(x)

ZIT, clHMEEOEHTHY, Latecki 51 c=0.1 &L 7.
X512, Latecki 51%, RFINAR T =Y D% RA L0, <
N7 ) EAHERC X 5 LDE 2HEEL TWw 5 [12].

LDF (&, RFFNAEE%, H— 2 VEEHEZ MY
5Z2ET, LOF 2R LZAFEESE 2%, LoL, LDE o
12 (0 di(y))? 2EED, 5256070 T—8 ORILEHE
2k - Ti%, LDF OfEMIEL FHETE 2 WLAlHkEDH 2.

LDF ofthic, #EFHTH2 LKDOF EREkIC, 7—%20
BEHEE 2 P L 22U Tk, WO REINTE
D (2,4, 17, 18], EFEDEEE H — 2 )VEEREEIC L h ko, 2
DIFZED S IMUETH 2 0% T T 2 Fik [17), A — I VEEHE
TN & BHERE RS T, R RPERID 5 A il % e
T2 [18] B EvH 5.

LOF %L, %< ORFINEEEIC X 20 UER 2 7OEE 7
VT RALIE, T RO EBEET, RN 5 DB
ThiuR, MHUER a7 %2555, 2D, T—F kD)
mH 6 WU, SHUETH 2 LHETE RV T —FITRALTH,
HOANEZR a7 25 LT LE ) SADRH . R CTIRET
L9 UEA 27 LKDOF R 7L 3 XA, H—FVEE
HEBIC X BHERE G S, 7 — ¥ U DR %5 % %
THMAaAT7%ERD, ®F =Y DOFMHA a7 OFIi%E, EH
finbD e LT, IEHHE DA T7OLE, iz ar
LKDOF & 7%, SfiAar7ohiiz, EWHHEOSHAaT
ET52ET, T REOFAOMENE B L ZIER 2T
ZHINT 5.
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3. NW—RIEBEEEICLZIANERTT

AFSCTIRET 2, B L WEiliZ LU A 2 7 Local Kernel
Density Outlier Factor (LKDOF) OB 71 T Y X AIZDW0
T, WMICEdR$ %, LKDOF oFH7 L3 ) X ATIE, Al
&, 7= OSMDRAEINCET 2 L L, £T, A—2E
JEHEE 2 I\ T, &7 — F LD RFTIN A 8L 2 £ T oA a7
%ﬂ‘?&)% ZLT, gfiRa7 Rz, EFEHED SO &ARE

WL DA a7 olzstnfiA a7 LKDOF &9 5,
7= 57 XD kEFHICH B T—8 % N(x) ££T L, JRPNZA
MR EBIBUX, A7 AD—F &R I — 2 OVEEREE b
5, UTok)lckoons,
2
)= s, 32 o0 ()
YEN (%)
ZIT, DRERILETHY, o BA—RNVIETH D, H—FVIE
1%, KT —FTO, k-EHEOVEIEEORAMEL T 5, 3AiHs
BRI S 2 Ah Uil LS, k-G & DREBEIRE (25 2 &
S, IEFMEEAD A 2 HAEIC T 5720, /MEE & o7,

o= miin% Z d(xi,y)

YEN(x;)

SolT, MESINIET =8 DJRPTN R HERE LN 5, &
T =Y FAD RPN EE 2 RS MR a7 %, DTOL)IE
*YT 5.

DM@:% Z:%% ( > ply)

YEN (x)

)
d(y.z)*
B Ly (x) 2zeN(y) eXP( 257 )
= —
k- ZyEN(x) exp (_ (20%) )

FHAATIE, T—FLZD k306 L OMEREEILDNET
b, F=FEZDEEHED, AREOHRELETH 255G, 7
AT O 1IEDL, £, TPy mhicdh,
k-EEDE R ATICH 286, DA a7 OfIE 1T X KREL
D, W, T DB ARICH D, k-EEDBiL RIS
HBBOE, DA TOMIEL XIS kB, OFh, i
227 OMED 1 L DEPICKRERETHIUL, T — 5 (FBRRFEIT

WHELTED, Ul TH 2 R =< % 5.

DA AT, T—F RADRFN 25 OB %2 FHTHTH
5. Atk F—F OSBRI EINICAET 508, LR
BiZe i ch U, MUETH 2 L ZZ D03, BT =Y DT
DEAPSIRE S, 22T, &F—% D542 a 7oy DS
%, EWMEODAA a7 EREL T, iR a7 LKDOF %
DTDXH)ICEHT S,

LKDOF(x) = DS(x)/DS

K1, ANTIISER L 2 = RuD 7 =2 icxf LT, Jhfil
Za7 LOF & LKDOF #, ZnFNEHHELbDTHS, A

1.0

0.8 °

0‘%0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

(a)LOF
1.0 5 o
oSe 80 L0
o MY
0.8 )

0‘%.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

(b)LKDOF
M1 ATF—# Ik L CEFETHUER 3 7 2 5 L 226

Fig. 1 Example of outlier scores on synthetic data set.

TF—%1%, BEOREZ=ZS>OF—FHL, —HiEICLS S
VLTI 6%5, ARELSRIGEIIZE, HoY
BORESRZIZE, MUERA I T7BEL RS, HAfER a7
2 LOF 2wk 1(a) 22 L, F—yHBEELLLIS
25, BDIDIKHENIEHEETH 2 L HWTE 27— Hick
LTYH, HNERar7inonTws, i, LOF Bl 7
NI AL T, 77— &EOFAOMEMEHEREE T, F s
HEPBTHIUL, MUER a7 2NE5T 50 TH S, —7,
LKDOF %#HwzX 1(b) # 125 &, &AMICRT, SF28%
ﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁé?-&ﬁnﬁtf,%nﬁx:7@ow1wa
:Mi LKDOF 0B 7L 3 R 4lE, 4546 A 2 7 oyl

EHEObDETZIET, T— &%%@‘ﬁ@@ﬁ%%ﬁ?
%twfﬁé.uﬁmF@%ﬁ7w:UzA# F =A%
WA, ZUBNIUER AT 25 TEL 2 EDb 5

4. RER

PR F1LTH % Local Kernel Density Outlier Factor OFf
Mz MRS 2720, FEBED T —% % MwT, Local Outlier
Factor 7 &, REMNLRIECET L & HRER 217> 72,
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4.1 EBAR

A — FOVEEHEEIC K B8 L W ALiEA 27 Local Kernel
Density Outlier Factor (LKDOF) &, MERFELE 2T S
2T, xOAEMMERMERT

PEH FIE IS L, Local Outher Factor (LOF) [3], Local
Distance-based Outlier Factor (LDOF) [19], Local Outlier
Probabilities (LoOP) [10], Local Density Factor (LDF) [12]
ZHWI, ZD9 5, LoOP 1337 X =% X\ ZHiod, FES
DHFIHED A =3 & L7,

7 — %4y FIZlE, Wisconsin Breast Cancer Diagnosis
(WBCD), Vowel Recognition Data Set (VRDS), Optical
Recognition of Handwritten Digits (ORHD) ! % Fv>7z.

WBCD (2%, 31 Xju®d 7 —4% %%, benign 7 7 A & malig-
nant 7 7 A2 TE D, benign (2% 357 fHD 7 — % 23,
maglignant 1Z1% 212 O 7= BEHEENT w5, EETIE
benign 7 7 AD 47 — % Z ILH i & L, maglignant 7 7 A
Po, FVFLGENH LA 10 o7 =% 24nfEe L.
VRDS (2iE, 462 D 10 Xond 7 —4 2%, 11 DY 7 A 3d
NTw5, FEHETE, ZOWhid 77 AET 2 42@07—%
Mo, FYFAI0MEFNHLZboRANEE L, KD 420
o7 —2ZIEFME L7, ORHD IZiF, 64 X7TD 005 9 F
TORFMGET— 503 1,797 & ENTw 5, HRTIE, BT
D2IHNTET =6, 7YYL I0MBNHLZbD%
e L, 2 OOBFICHNT 57— 8 2Lk E L7,

PRI L, SHUEBTIREEE (R-Precision) [19] 2 v 3
SHUER 271, EOBESUETSH 202 INCETHDOTH
D, EHE - SHUED 7 LTl R, 22T, &7 240
fEAa7T7 7430, 77 B, ST -8 ED k&
RN T 20 % 0Hli§ 5.

ERICHHAT 27—y M, wind, ok 10
ffi¢d %. R-Precision X, AtUEDE LML, L4710 i,
SHUEA G DEEN TR E20HATH 2, 1AL 10 125, 2
THHUiE & A1, R-Precision Oftilx 1.0 £ %3, 7, R-
Precision Dfiil, 74 10 D H 5, D27 v 7 ki
GENTVE20HE A (Recall) & b [FfE & 7% %, R-Precision
ARV 5 2 LT, BIMUER 2 7 O IEEE: & fdfEEE
A 5.

FEETUE, EFEE 2L E ¢ T, R-Precision ZEI5 L 7%,
BT =52y b T, Sl T2 7—51F, 75 LITECH
F 7o, FHIRIEOMEL, EEiz 15 biT> 7 hToVFafEz i
W7z,

4.2 Wisconsin Breast Cancer Diagnosis (WBCD)

Wisconsin Breast Cancer Diagnosis (WBCD) (&, 569 fld®
T —4%7%%, benign 7 7 A & malignant 7 7 AL T» 5
EERTIX, maglignant 7 7 2026, 7 ¥ ¥ A2 10 fAiEOH L
72bDZIUEL L, benign 7 7 ADET—F #IEHHE L7,

X 2%, WBCD IZE % % FEONNERRE TS 5.

! http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/

== LOF

& LDOF &} LOOP LDF

“©- LKDOF

E\E
é 0.5 o E“A
8 o4l F
& i aed
g &
£ 03Ls
y 3
0.2
0.1
0 . . . . . .
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Neighborhood size k
2 WBCD 281} 2 % FHED S ERTHIR L,

Fig. 2 R-Precision of different outlier scores on WBCD.

TEEhDE B k, b3 2L fE R RS B2 R-Precision Td 5.
2% 5L, MEFETH 2 LKDOF 25, TXRTOIEHHK
kT, botbEVWBRHBKELRZoTWE I EBbhs, i,
LKDOF & RkIC, 57— VEERED S, JRinm 7 %5 %
ET % LDF &0, MuRtHKEE L 2o7%. LKDOF OfET
b5, RFNEEERZTTEL, 78 200 O %5BRE
THIED, AMITHL I EVRONS,

X 31k, WBCD F—%%tv b%, FRIONICE D ZKIGIC
KICHIR L, ML L72bDTh 2. KEDAHHBIEHRETH
D, FREONVHIDIMETH S, K3 %2R L, EFEEE, IE
WHOFLD SIMINIAD 2 X ICaMLTED, DI HIKBT
HHRETIX, HAUETH D EIFEARWI EBD2 %, LOF
&, RN EEORZEEL LA NER 2T TH LD
F=Y RROFHEOMAZLA L ZENTE R, THITHL
T, LKDOF 1, RFiNREEL I THL, SR a7 ohk
iz EHEO LD ET 2T, F— Y20 o b it
%, ZD7®, LKDOF 23, fEkFE LI L T, mustniik
S22 2 ENTELEEZ D,

4.3 Vowel Recognition Data Set (VRDS)

Vowel Recognition Data Set (VRDS) I2l&, 11 @7 7 &I
2 ETOFT = DBEET S, EBTlE, ZON hid 7 7 AR
TE57=806, 7VFLCI0MBEIHLZbDEIEE L,
BhoTF—zIEHEEE L,

X 41X, VRDS B} 2 &FHEOIERMIIBEECH 5. Ml
NI k, el ER RS E R-Precision Th %, X4 %
Wa e, Bk <30T, IEFIETHS LKDOF 25, ok
LEOHHBE L 2oTw 2, EFE K > 30 T, LDOF L[
FEREOMBREE L 2> TWw5, 7%, LKDOF & [Ffkic, 71—
FOVEEHEEIC K D T A B2 BT 5 LDE 1%, SEE#
kDB KREL 5o, BMERKESE 2-5Tw»w5%, VRDS
DF—=F 1%, 10 R EERILR T =5 TH 5. ERILHOUfF
Bk DIEPRZF WAL, LDF BEuRIEE M s n s, —
7, LKDOF &, Xyu#mtmEucBlb %<, LDF XD b
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3 FEBAAHTIC & D ZRIGISKILHIE L 72 WBCD.
Fig. 3 Visualization of WBCD by Principal Component
Analysis.

%= LOF = LDOF [} LOOP LDF  <©- LKDOF

R-Precision

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Neighborhood size k

4 VRDS IZE I 3 5 F oS UEITRTEE.
Fig. 4 R-Precision of different outlier scores on VRDS.

WIRIERE 2T\ 5, LDF kb LKDOF ©Ji7s, #isT

E2T— Y DHEENS EEZD,

4.4 Optical Recognition of Handwritten Digits
(ORHD)

Optical Recognition of Handwritten Digits (ORHD) &, 0
26 9 FTORFEGET - 5% 5. FRTIE, BFD21TH
BT ZF—=05, 7L 10 HECHLZ S 0% &
L, ZOMOBFITEYT 5T —F ZIEHEE L7,

5%, ORHD I8} 3 #TLEOANERIIEEZCTH 5, i
HhASEEE K, HERDSIH BRI RS L R-Precision TH 5. X 5
2R3 L, REFILETH 2 LKDOF %%, TXRCTOLEFHE Kk T,
Lo L HEHVIRIEE & 2o TWwE 2 Edbh s, BFHERT —
¥<cb, LKDOF %%, fekFikL il <, 7— 8o ofmn
RRAZAIHUER 272N TELEEZL D, £, EOT—%
v bThH, LKDOF kRIS, 72— 3 VEEEHEED & R

== LOF

0.42 T T T T T T T
O'SSW

0.30 | x.\"w-‘w-w""‘"‘w

e

& LDOF &} LOOP LDF  -©- LKDOF

" gt o
0.241 fadiadl S L BT 4

8, g8 BEEgdgedE, .
orsf & a2-8-8

R-Precision

0.12 |

‘h.‘n‘.,‘..‘"E"!".*.‘.*."H‘"‘""Aﬂ‘.“"‘-.‘.-“

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Neighborhood size k

5 ORHD ICBJ 2 &FIEOBEEF,
Fig. 5 R-Precision of different outlier scores on ORHD.

REERZBEINT 5 LDF ICHART, IR b oIk 2 /g
EDZEDD T\, SEGECE O, RN 7% B o ff 12 2
5.2 %, LKDOF I%, RATNAREEZ T TR, T—%&ko
DA% EET 5720, LDF EHART, TRk OEOMEE I
ZoNT #4255,

5. &HDHIC

ARGmSCTIE, iz LA LfEA 27 Local Kernel Density
Outlier Factor (LKDOF) Z 2% L %z, REFETE, ¥, &
T—T, A—FVEEHEEIC K DR EEE R T oM A 2
TERDZ, ZLTC, SAAATORIMEE, EEHED S D LK
EL, IEFHEDDMARa7ol%, Hifiz a7 LKDOF &
T3, gfiza7ohfiz, EHEOS O LRET S LT,
T =3 BEDOFAOMENZEE L ISR a7 25T 3, M
928 6, Local Outlier Factor (LOF) 7% EOfEkFik Lk b
b, BN ERTHIREE 2 157

SBOBEIL, EHEE E OBIRITEDOERETDH 5. W%
T =M% Fosh DI EE 21T ) SRR E O BTy, Rk
W2, SRR OFEIRPRE L 22> TE D, BICINITHER k 2k
TFBFUED, L OBRESNTOD (14,20, ThETAT
Y A L%, LKDOF OEFEGEFICIGIT 2 2 LB 6N,
%7, LKDOF IZ X 24MUtA 2 755, EHHE - SHUtio 7
NV EERT HEO, BEOHRELHEE A%, AfETH S L
THHUER 2 7 OBEE, WIGWICRkO 2 2 ETENLE, S
WEBRIT LTV ZALELT, EhAMAbDERD. S50,
AL 70 7 OO AEE 7 LT AL pu s Mkl
LKDOF DG b E 2T REDDH 3,

(5]

AWF7EE OAA R S RO P i 8 (FEIRETE B e 7E )
DBIK, 7% 5 VICBFAIIE R RN (C) 38 E S 23500119
ZZ b,
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