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Automatic Evaluation of English-to-Japanese Translation
Systems by Measuring Machine Output against Native
Japanese Speaker Results
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An automatic scheme for the translation paired comparison method can pre-
cisely evaluate a Japanese-to-English speech translation system’s capability.
This method gives an objective evaluation result, namely a score for the Test
of English for International Communication (TOEIC). Also, this method shows
a good correlation with evaluation results of the translation paired comparison
method. We applied this automatic scheme to evaluate the English-to-Japanese
speech translation system. In this paper, we illustrate how this evaluation
is done, and describe an automatic evaluation experiment on an English-to-
Japanese speech translation system using the proposed method.

FRAMNEHRBHORENREMFEEL LT, ML

L gl BRICEKBZHMA—MNTH B, HFERICBVWTIE, £V R

AEEHNRI—-NZAOHERBP I Ea—-XOEERLR
Y. BuEmoRBICHEN., THEMEBREKE. SAEA
HATHELERTLOT70Y MEOERFED D RBEINES
HTOEHUENEEZATWEY, $HRFLIVEVREOR
FEABRADEDICHEETMEBICTZ2HEMOBEREED 20
EXAHB, TOEDICIT7LNIVXLOHELEHAT. &
GHETERNRI-NZAOHE) PEETH S, & 5IC,
MEEEEMRXEEEDICIE. EEHLRI-NRICEDS
S HBHEMBEHDATRTH 5.

g s7d

FLEALEMNFENTONE D, Y AF L OMHEEIED
GUIKKN T 2FHBEORERY. BREBHUND Y 25 L
DHEEEWZLZENTES, ZOBRICBWT., MFEER
K HMIEETHY. YATFTLOBBICBVWIHLER
HRRHBDTHD, TO—FHT., FEOBREPTEH O MM
F.ZOERNERTORENRFMTH LD, FH
MEBREHOBREPHBICHEBL, HIFORBICT 1 —
RNy 73 2REICRYVICAWVWEVWIEND - E.
ZOEIRTFRERMIS. VATFLEROBEMEEB TS


研究会Temp 
社団法人 情報処理学会　研究報告IPSJ SIG Technical Report

研究会Temp 
2004－NL－160　(9)

研究会Temp 
2004／3／4

研究会Temp 
－57－

研究会Temp 
 


Accur ate Text

Japanese Test Transl ation _,m_, Eval uati on .| Paired
Text ResHﬂlngnby Sheet Conpari son
A

O—>| Japanese Recognition |—>

Japanese-to- Engli sh
Language Transl ation

X1

BR— X hEE 0 LB D Fh

Fig. 1 Diagram of the Translation Paired Comparison Method

FHe UT, BRI EBEMERENES, BHR -
Bk, EFEERY AT LOMWRE T % Test of English for
International Communication (TOEIC)4) DAIAFTICH
BULTERT., ZOFHEE. TOEICRAa72WwWS, 2—¥%
KCHUTOHBRFMERERTZEATELLVWOIFRE
BoTWwad, LALARAD, ZoBER—-xHE®HIE. B/
DABMICEZ2HRERL., YATLIC koA RL &.
AFT—MNEBITI2HENH LD, BMICETHIRL
MREVWEWSHEID - =,

BaR—WEBEOIX NOMEE BT 5 FHEL LT,
PR — A BB BB FEN BRI TVEY), BHR—
HBEOBEGHLFEE. BHREHFEME (DPR-2HH
FMik. BLEU) 2AWT, EFHRYATLOMEAES
% TOEICORIA7IK#ET S, ZOHHLFKIC LD
fiilk, BR—-MNHEBECLAMEFEECHENEEY D 3
zZeAgLhTnws, ZOMWR—NHEBREOEHIEFEE
HWwazZ2IickY, HEY RN EMT I BE AR MW
REBHZLNTEBZEDICARE,

RHROMETE. ETFE-BBELT. HEFEICOW
TRHFLFMEREFoTEE, LALARNS, ZHABO
BARBEM L HEF ISR LE R TR R WED, D
WOBRFMECHEHTHEZLATES, £, HAER
HFLEBBHOTAMNEWREEBAT 2D, HES
MEEHFANNDETH S, 22T, BiR—MNEBED B
B FEEEHFAOBRIMICHHTOIEREIT- .
EEU, BMICHESHOEMEXBFMICEATHIER
WhiTikawn, HENKOF - R EHAERA T4 TD
TOEIC #HBREHEICEZ2LDTHE., RKROHEFWOHE
. AAUOHAEFFRITRICHEMYMEBETHSDIC
MU, SEHOEHFHOHET. AANOEKEBEFHFOBME
MYBHICEERDE., ZOED, ROHEFHOHE
F. BAEEAEHMIBTCRRIBEETTHo D, &
Ed, REFFOHERY., REFTHFEMOOMR, KE
XA MDMSOMADIBHEOT— X LD T, Fflin
MEEBLE, ABTE. R SEREOEHLFEE
EHAMANBHT 2 EGHMRFEEFP L, BREFEKICE
5, RHWRVATLOFMEROEREWE T 5,

AL, UFTOEdICHRENG, £T. 2. THFR
HBEE ZOEHLEFEHEICOVWTHRET S, KIS, 3. 108
WT, R NHEREOHBHIEFHEEEDIFAANEHAT S
HEICODWTHRE, 4. T, ZORAFEICES. KHH
RYAFLOFEMEROEREHZET 5. 5. Tk, BIED

EROBRYL, MREHFEMETCHVWEZ YV 77 VY ZAHOD
RIFEITD. BRBIC. 6. TELHERRNS,

2. BIR—rIEBOE L 20 BEMEFE

2.1 BIR—xTHeBCE

B — M HBEE, THEHRY AT LMD = HICHR
REINEFRMFETHY . FMEERELT. YATFL0H
% TOEICAa7ICHET 5,

1B REOAE ORI ERT. ZZTOH
RAEMFIEEFOTH S, 65 ALANIC TOEIC 2 ZR L=
BBOHAEXATA TOHEBREICHAEOWELEEH
TRRL., HAREEREBICHR L, BEAKCEAZE
3, BREMSERSNEBEARIBEEZ SN, AH
DHEARBERLUT. YATLILI2HRBERLLEKT 5,
IO DHEBENROBMAKERENISFEMS — N EERL, H
WNA) VANFEMER YR TFLERBEREOHFRER L
P EBTEHHEMT S, £F. FMHFE. VAT LI
FOWMARRLBEREFICLIBIHWFBRIIHL, UTOS Y
TERET S,

(A) WXEWT2MERL
(B) WXHAUBEAKT TV D
(C) WLRAHRYFERERITTWS
(D) WELA D, HWHRAHET S 20

2ODHROBLIE., ZZTRESIES Y VICESERE
TN, 2°00WROSVINALCTH-EHE. HHR
DERMEEERLCEBLE2RET S, BREETERLTH
BLERDBZENTERVWERICOVWTIR. A% (Even)
CHMT D, BRFICLIODBRFERICE., ARXNVIARE
ENZHENHEN. AFEOHWIE., KEOERBHE
WEFzZecldal,. EAPREAEWNETS ZLTH
5Zehn, FiFF. ARXVIANGENEHETE,
FULULICERUAEAREN M EETEZIHBHICODVWTR. #Y
ELRWHETHMEIT> TS,
LTOHERBLY AT LLED—NHBENRT LEBBT.
HREZHFICEY Y AT AERICHET 2 TOEICR27 (¥
255 TOEIC#EK) 2#HHE T2, HBSTICIE. SHR
#OTOEICA27&. RRICEBTIEBHREI L OH
REBR (Wy)EHVS,

Wy = (Nhuman + 0.5 X Neyen)/Niotai (1)
22T, Niptgg @TAMEY NCEEh D RFH %,
Nhuman BEBERBICLIBRBERNY X7 L OB R
FVBHBANTWBEHEMENERERE. Nopen, TEHR
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Fig. 2 The Automatic Schemes for the Translation Paired
Comparison Method
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TRTOFERFCHUTHEREBR (Wgy) 2HAELE
#%. Bl % TOEIC 22 7. #Ml = HREBE (W) L
THE%Z7oy v, ERSTEANWT. YATFLEBHEHER
HEOBADEAHET 4. IS Wy =0.5 %5 TOEIC
AA7%ERD B, HBONEMEN. Y25 b TOEIC BE K
THb,

2.2 BR—BEDBEEFE

B —EEBREOBHIFE . BREHFEME (DP
N—Z2HEFME. BLEU) 2HAWVWT. BERERVY AT A
OHEEE TOEICORITICHET 5,

COFHROAEOFTENE. N1 LEERLUTHEN. —
XL DR WIS BER B B SRR & A W R ERORS SR 00 B AR
EIFDOLIZANERD., R NHBEEDOHHLLFEDF
fiFIEEF 2ICRT. RBLACEETCAMOBARER 2
I UE#, BREGHEMELZA VW THERZOBRER .
VATFLOBEMRICRAATEDOT. HBESMEITV. ¥
275 TORIC#ARKERD S,

ZZTW. BREHFEMEL LT, DP X — 2 BB
HBEBLEU WS, 2SO HBFHMEIZ. HHAUH
AFTERSINWEHBOERBR (V77 VY R) Ll
NEOPWRERLZEBETZZLIC &Y., FMAROBRE
RiC2a7%21F 5,

BF. DPR— 2 HE#FME L BLEU KD WTHEBRT
%,

2.2.1 DP R—Z BENFHESE

DP R—RHB#HMER. VI7 LY REFMUAKZOR
FRREDEBEAERLLUTDPYYF YT EHWE*, HiE
WIS, ITICEET 5227 (Spp) K& VBRI =

* RBRTIR. BARE. KEL LIS ATR OHBBBERATY — L EEW
=
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Spp =
Niotal

me(n]—s”—LJ—D”ﬂ)

Ntotal Té]

(2)
EEU. Ny @722y NCEEhaRER. T, 1
FAMEY NORE jICHT BV I7 VYR ORE
Si; BT A MY PORE JIKHT BV I7 VYR &H#
it ROBMKRE DP I F U FICE Y HEL KO EHRE
B, [, RAMICHELEZROBMAER. D, TAMKICH
BUESEOMBERTHS., 22T, Bz, THE+
AL LEEARY,
2.2.2 BLEU
BLEU® i@, V77 VY RLHMHKOBIERL DM
BHEL L Cn-gram Oy FREFHET S, BEMICE.
UFIEHETERAT (Sproy) e & VHROFMELTD,

SprEUy =

N
L*
exp{ E wy, log (pn) — max (Lref — 1,0) }
sys
n=1

EEELU. Ndngram ¥y FREHEITHIHRICHE D BK
n-gram &ERUL. w, FZ0EHERT. £, L, 1
A ROBWRICEEIND BB ERL, L) &, L.
EEVBERFIEVI IV YALEENGEERER
T. pp FBE ngramBEEERTHY. X (4)ICLYFES
ns,

Pn =
the number of n-grams in

5 segment ¢ in the translation being

i

evaluated, with a matching reference

co-occurrence in segment

5 the number of n-grams in segment
*\ in the translation being evaluated

(4)
AHFRTHE. §NTHRK n-gram £% 2& ULTBLEU %
HwTtwa,

3. XREMRFMENDICH

BR—NHEBEOBHEFEEZIBRY X7 L0 FAM
IKIHT 5.

R3IEAHFANDIEAFEOLEOTENERT. 67
AUWIC TOEIC 2 RRUEBBOHARERA T4 T OH
MEICKEBELETFFEEEXTFAMNTRRAL, ZhE2HAK
FEICHIREE, WARAIMODADSIES, HREOHRERL
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Fig. 3 Diagram of the Automatic Evaluation Method Applied to an English-to-

Japanese Speech Translation System

K1 BHREFHFPMECIZRXI7 2 TOEICAI7 L OMHE

Table 1 Correlations between Automatic Measures and TOEIC scores

V77 VYAK 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
HHE +DP 762 .800 .808 .806 792 .801 .788 .796 780 793 792 .790 .790 .793 791
F¥ AN 4DP 677 757 .748 760 737 756 .736 753 732 744 747 741 744 744 745

HH +BLEU 714 726 .738 744 746 741

.748 752 746 750 746 750 750 751 752

7*¥2Z b +BLEU .495 .545 577 | 602 .608 .610

.637 .635 627 | .641 .638 .647 .649 .658 .659

ZHMEBOBAMREORT7 L#HBRED TOEIC 237N
HEEZF-TWBZ LR, ZOFHEEAWS ETORAR A
MiREHLRD, ZOMBRENHEEIL TV RVWESE,
HFEEAVWTER I ERMERIEHATE RV, 2
. FARNEY MLV IP VYR EERBEIBETEL
ERH 5,

AHETE, BRBRNAENAY DA NVFFEFET— N
2 MAD1Y OEZEX A 574 T OREN D 504 B3 & ER
L. 2h&#5F2hEy helLE, FAMEY MCBIF S 1
RFEHEYVDOLHEER T 0.7. BEBOBEREZIT6.1T
b, £, 1 HBEDEYVOBRNEERIT 1. RABEERIT
33TH 5,

BREGIAMTLEL 22 77 VYR, 1 REFICD
2150V 77 VYAEAFTCHERLTVWS,

AWECBT 5. WREERT 2 HBEIT. TOEIC A
27 300 EEMD 00 HBEDE 204 THY. 900 KEE &
BRWT. 1008BZTLIC3£HER-TWS,

BHFECEZFMOBEELZRIETZED. 205D
BRECH LT LTRANEHEBEOES Y (HBERY) 2%
Uk, HREFOBMABERICEIADIZARENEGEA TV S,
HREYIMECLDFMOR, AI7HXRHFIELI 2D
RREICRBDT, 2ABEAFTBELTWS,

V77V yAR RSB ELEOMHBEREERLICR
T, RO TFH] . TFF2AM E. 2 AMOBR
RWREOUTREBEFOMR, REEMT A NORREH
Wzt %xR93. 4+DP1 . T4+BLEUI &. ZhEh$@l
REHFMEL LT DP N~ R HBFME. BLEU 2 A
WTHFRRREROR a7 2B LEZLERYT, R12T5
TJRULEDOARRNA4THE., BT T7EAEMSIEIC THH
4+DPI1 . %2k 4DPJ . T¥#H 4BLEUI . 5%
A2 N 4BLEUI 2&RLTW5,

ZhBERZE. THH 4DPI . TF¥X b 4DPI .
%3 +BLEU] KEWTHEWHERSZ 2295
%5, ¥k, F*Z2 M 4BLEUI KBWTH, YT77LY

Correlation (TOEIC score)

Number of References
X4 HREGFMECLSZ2372 TOEICAI7 LOHEH
Fig. 4 Correlations between Automatic Measures and
TOEIC scores
EMSEIC TFH 4DP) . TF*¥X b 4DPJ . H#H 4BLEUJ .
7% b +BLEUI .

ABERELBNZE. HEXSHLZ BB, o T,
RHFHRICLZFMERITSEETDICETLZLEXS,

4. FZAZFEBRY X T LOFMEE

METRANEZEHAFHREAVTEATHFBERY AT L0
FMERET o=, WREHFMHVWZ ) 77 LY RIF 1
REEHEY 15 LUE.

AERTHMHNK LT BV AT LI, FHEPBRY 2T
5 ATR-MATRIXY 0 E#BH Y 7 ¥ 2 5 b Transfer
Driven Machine Translation (TDMT)7) EIRBRU. H%
BWRAENAV VANV EFRSEORBICHHLEN-Y 3
YTCHD, VATFTLDAN R, HEFFEZA AR
A7 LEBDLULE., B4 TIAEBHTHRVED. ¥
AFLILRTARNEY POFFARMIEVWBORAT EH
ELEIXTEN,

VAFLILEEOTF AN ERREE. WK E BEMmE
PHWTZoBRERICRa7ED0E. DPR—2HH
FMIEIC LB A27130.346 THokE. BLEUIK L5212
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Fx2 VIZ7VYABICHTEYAF L TOEIC A
Table 2 System’s TOEIC scores to Number of References

V77 LVYAH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
HH +DP 339 401 389 420 414 413 | 398 416 423 416 411 419 411 418 419
F¥X M 4+DP 118 227 196 252 231 236 205 235 240 226 222 229 221 229 233

HH +BLEU 754 731 724 721 716 719

711 705 709 703 705 702 709 701 704

F¥ZX M +BLEU | 589 532 509 512 487 | 498

477 | 456 467 | 451 450 441 461 441 448

713 0.809 THhok., HIBHHIC LY,
5Y 2575 TOEICH#HARERD B,
WREOBFFEROAIZICH LU CHRERZ5WES
OERS5 Feind. M5 HeTidk. WREHFMEL
LT DPR—2EHHFME. BLEUNZHZNHWL AT
Wa, 2L ORICBTBKREOEME. Y AT LHDOHR
HROZ27E2RT,

ERBEBOTTCHEHEINE, ZRhEFhDODYRT A
TOEIC#EEER 20V 77 LY A8 15 DMICRT.
ABMOBHRBERE UTEBERTIFAMOFMAEZH VT WY
5 IF¥2bh) O, EFRPERVATLOSEBRY
TYATF LD TOEICHBERNRINATWS, —F. Z0
ERICBVW TR ARB AV THETF2RABTA 2
LEET, FEAMNEVRATFLOAHLLTWEED., A
MOBRBRE LV TCHEBTFOMREHAVWTNVWS TFH)
OWICIE, THBHBOTBWED 100% 1S VWVREBICS
FEEFBRYATLD TOEICHAERNREA TS,
HAZEXRA T4 TOEEMEEY BT 100% 5TEETRE R
WOT, REFFOMROBWRBE T, REERTF A
DOFROPREZE LYV BELRSE, ZOED, X218
5 TH/] OMOEE. ACHFREHIMELZAVWTIVS
%2 bM OMOBEEYVERETVWEL RSTWVWS,
BEI., HREXAT A TOEEHERMYENE DP X~
ABHHFEMEL BLEUTRKD =, BREER7IKRT. DP
N— XA HEFAMEDOFLE L TOEIC 227 D HBIGREI
0.850. BLEU i & 5 8HEIE L TOEIC 2 a7 OMHBIRE
2 0.853 THok, I7LZndDEM»S. TOEIC A2
FARABBWEE, TAREY FOBEBRYOBEKEIRVWZ L
Bohd, S5, HREHREZROAE, BEFHIRY
ATFLDHEE TOEIC A2 7ICHMETEZ5RBELH D
B ABTRZIAUEORFLWERIITDRY,

5. ZREmES

5.1 KEBREROER
METHONEY AT AL TOEICH#ERE. BWiREHF
HEDBIRICE > TRIBICHEMPRLSZ, BLEURXHWTHE
HUEYRAFT L TOEIC#E LT, DP X— R BB 3Gk
FHWTCHEHULEYATAL TOEICH#ER LYV EHWER
RoTWd, ZOFRAICODWTEBET S,
BLEU*HWTHEHELEY AT L TOEICBELEAEW
B, BLEUK &5, #BREOWHFBERD R 27 M4
BICEWEDTHELEEIADNS,

VRAF LR, EDEDIRTFFRAMFIAASNEL LTS,

ZHABDRATH

FBLHIBEOHAEET EDICHIFEATWSE, —HT.
HREZ, BRIEELRB L 2EORBFICEBLESS.
BRI RRBLOAERB L. HRIEBERE 2 ICHL
TRHPEVFRBLAVWE WD ZEAZ W, RIS, #HRE
DEFEEFFOHFEMYD | REDEVOELHEER, B&
U, REFFOMR., REEMTFAMOMRD 1 BEHE
YDEHEBAERE TOEIC A7 dIIRT. b,
VATFLOMPFRRO 1 REHEVOLEEHBEREKE 12.6
Tholz,

BLEU &, #Mid KOOI RICE LN BEBAN D&
WiHE, RFEVF4—2H#T., KXABLEURAI7DXF
VF4—25258THs. (R (3)ZK)

L:ef
Spenatty = €Xp ¢ max - 1,0 (5)
Lsys

WREBOREFHFOMARL EEEMRT X R b D RFICH
3% BLEUR27DXRFNVT A — (Spenaity) & X 8 IR
T, VAFLOBPFRBRICH TS BLEURAT7 DARF )
51 = (Spenatty) ¥ 1.00 TH o .

Hehn, #HRFWI. BRERELBIEHEVRHE
T, HAWICKRERRF VT —2RTTVWRLEVWIZ L
PRTEND, KIS, HDE2BEEOHAZLTWVWSEHAF
VT4 =P RnwY2F L. BLEU K8 W THE L
NERR, BWYATFALA TOEICHERESEABATVS
LEALNG,

HIEF IS W TE. B HERIC & 2 34 R,
DP N — 2 BB AliEIC & 2 3fli & BLEU IC & % 34l D H
MoMeaoks, —F. HHAEMICKH L THo = /MEE
RTPHERICED . BR-SHREICXZFMIE. DP
N—2ZHBFMEC LM ABEORWEL 25 @M
D5, BRAEX AT A TV AT LOBFRERICAEE
DERAEENTVWEHE. EWTWHEAEXA T4 TOD
MROABVATFTLOBAKERLVERENEY., Z0E
. WR-NEBEICEEZYZATFLDOHEMIZ. 200HH
FMECLBHMOFHOEL ST, 2B LY HEL
BickaEZDND,

5.2 U777l YRBoORE

HRBYIMET. Z20FM BTV I7 VY REH
B35, VIPUVYADERICE IR NEND S E D,
HFHIT BV IZ7 LY 20BERBZANL A RLILEW, UL
U. BFYICBYV 77 LY RBADLARWE, BREBFEM
KBTI HAMBERDMBETCE R RZBIAYD 5,

BT, EEARICBWTY 77 VY ABRENEEDN
HEETZZFMABOAZINODVWTHRIFT S,
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Fig. 5 Regression Lines of DP scores of the Subjects
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Fig. 6 Regression Lines of BLEU scores of the Subjects
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SCORE

DPscore —+—
BLEUsFore - X

Y 1 1 1 1
° 3300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
TOEIC scores
X7 HAEXAT 4 TORFEHEIY 8BH
Fig. 7 English Dictation Written by Native Japanese Speakers
=3 BHEMFOIREH LY OVHREY (X)) FHYBBRE (HAE
Table 3 The Average Number of Words per Utterance when Subjects write the
Utterances and the Translations
TOEIC 227 310 350 395 445 475 485 520 545 555 615
REFHOHZHY 7.4 5.9 7.4 8.7 5.8 7.5 10.1 6.8 7.6 8.3
HEFHE ORR 7.2 6.2 8.0 11.8 6.9 10.4 11.3 9.2 9.1 8.3
KEEMT ¥ 2 NORER 9.3 10.3 10.2 13.4 12.8 12.1 11.6 10.7 11.8 9.7
TOEIC 227 650 655 710 770 795 800 805 845 920 930
REFFOEEMY 9.8 9.3 9.0 10.1 10.3 9.9 9.3 10.4 10.5 10.0
HEFHE ORR 12.2 11.5 8.0 11.9 12.9 11.4 11.5 14.3 12.6 12.1
HKEEMT ¥ A NORR 12.7 12.6 9.1 12.4 13.0 11.6 12.6 14.4 12.7 12.2
HEOFMERLFACRXBEOT. VI7 LYy ABOHE F. 10BELSNWETHEEHOTZZFHMABONDE Z 2N

ZBiEET, YVAFLATOEICHARKERD =, HRER?2
KR T. ZORETSTICLEDDAFOTH B, BT S

TERENSIEC T¥FH +DP1 . TF¥X M 4DP1 . ¥
A 4+BLEUl . %2k 4BLEUI 2&LTW53,
Ho»n, V77 VYABM 108U EEICREZE, VTP L

VABEMNEMLTE, YAFL TORIC#EATIELAY
BHRLARVWEWIZLRRTHEANSE, ZOBEEEY. B
TELHMABEICIK. VIPVYABI 10BETHLTH
ZrwWHZehERITILNG,

6. B VI

BR—NHEBEOEHEFEEEIFAMICGH T 2 ER
ok, WMEROERE. HEFW TR INEFES
KHAMICHBHRATELRABNHHZ Aok, &
E.RASMOBREHEMECHELRDY TP VYA

0 630

DMok., BEhERFELLTE. AIAFHNOTFANEY

MCHUTAFHEEHY, HEFHODLEDEIIL2D0
ELR2WREHFEMEICE > THD NS Y AT L OFEMH
FEWEERBZNEDDERITEL. KRFEOEHHES Y E M
EBRITODLEND B,

S, HEFW, RHFHE DI, THIBBHEEZA
HeULESEOEFHRBIEEIXNTHET2FEE
METZ2FETHD, DI, ERMRI - NAHEL Y
AFLHERBOBEMAOARS T, HRYAFLOEFRPE
FOBHAHERFAEEY., 20EDOFA MY ME
REPBEMICOWTRFAT2HETH 5.

AL ERE - MEBBOWERE TARBEI - NAR -
AEFNFEHWRBEITOMEHHI KIVEBLEDDTH
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