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Investigation of the various normalization methods
in English pronunciation evaluation

Masaru Kusumr, ! Masanaru Kato, !
TETSUO KosakAl and ITARU MATUNAGA T1*1

We investigated the performance improvement in automatic evaluation of En-
glish pronunciation uttered by Japanese students. The system is based on the
error detection method of non-native pronunciation proposed by Kawai et al.
in which the acoustic models of two languages are used. In this case, there is
a problem of the acoustic mismatch between acoustic models and input speech
because of speaker characteristics and/or recording environment. Then we em-
ploy the cepstral mean normalization (CMN) or the histogram equalization
(HEQ) in order to minimize the acoustic mismatch. In addition, we try to re-
duce the miss detection of pronunciation error by using the phoneme weighting
method while keeping the relative differences between two languages.
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1. T L &I

Hexld, BANEEZICLDHEBEBORFICH LT, THITLREORE % HIHI AL
L, flid 2 27 2 &2BELTVD. ZNE TR HBFIEOHZEIIEA TN TS
0, A HIE 2 SHOETEETT N E AW R L DR TR OREEORREEIT- T
WY, 22T, 2EBOTEBET LI, HRFESE L IEFEOTEET LD L T
D, AANFEOREFEDOHE, BAAD DAL HEKANOHESBETLLERD. 20
WA, FEEMERIRREIOBEVEIZ L AN EEFAMTI A= vy FNETD, e LT
FEHEHICOFANE X LN BN, RIEMRRYE OWEGELH CHEHIE L hA, HEOHEE
EFANREMHRREEEFRT HETAERY, REFCICEREL 525, FHEHINE L
TINEFHIZE > TS Y U HARE T —2 2 T 2 SHRA BT TN OFEEEIS
HEOWRENTWDY . WEHEL EHICEET 5 2 EBHED AL Y U WS DOFE L
FHSICENTH LN, —RICAFIIRN#ECHD. £ 2T, AFETIE, RELEICEE
B2 ROVIERALEEICOW TR 5. ERILEE LTI, SHREBTHEIMNVREERT
WB ST A T X TEHALYE (CMN) &t % R 7T A% (HEQ) 23 %. HEQ
Th &b LR TEL LN TWAFETHY, JHE, FHRERICERE LT A ne
WIS ENEDY. Sk, MEE ISR A EERIOMERER B ERER S R
HETEIOE A 7T ARSLERND Z LT, KAETBETABONHDOEL —B S
3z L CHfEm EAM 5. £72, OMN R HEQ ZMHilsd 2 2 L CREFEICED LS RIE
BULEEI 2 BRAT 5. S50, ZHhECTOREIEES AT LTI, WEFETH AR
HOBRERHSNTLEIMERH-7-0T, ABIZETIE, EAMTEEIHATS. B
FFHETE, AABEHENMEVEOERZ G225 2 LICL VEIREEHRSED. 0%
B, WERELNTIE, L DAEOFEICEEEL 52 D ERIERH DM, FROTEH#
EEEZHHT S 2 Ltk Y, ZOEZEOKBEZNGS. £7-, Az 272 TIE, §#L
L TORBENZ RIS 572012, BEEYHUZANTHS. ZhE Tome T, 4
SOHT Y OBV BAIZHNTE 722, ABFZETIE, 8 47 = VICHEE LRFZIT 5.

Presently with VIC TOKAI
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Fig.1 Basic configuration of pronunciation learning system
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2. RELBFEL

2.1 #% E:3

AW TIE, BEIEERTTEY AT AORREEIT> T D, BRIV AT ADA X —
VIILLT DY ThDH. £, FEHEICHEOIPIR SN, TS THEFTDH. VA
T AIREFEEOFR, ROFERL VL TORSNREDOMETED L S IZHES TWD)
BIERT D, U EEFEIT LI, FEEOHESICKH LERL VL TOT 74 A b e
W22 ENRBNIID. TT4 Ay M b DGEI0EE A DFEEE L TGE s BT T v & A
ARABFE L2 AARBETRET L EFAT S, ZOr, BHL~VLTOMEVWERET 5
DITHEEAY HAE AW 2.

VAT LOWERER 1 ICRT. FEENFEGEERFETDH L, VAT AIFEER D BN
FEDWTHEE RV OEREIT 5. RICENS & TGEE A DSVREGE LT J55E & AR AR
FE LT BAGED 2 DOFEET AN LEEERHMMINEROERZTTS. LT, Z04%
RLEHEEIMMEZEE SR E 2RO LEbED Z &L TREFEEITD.

ARBFETIE, MAEMR E& B LT OB E1T S . SHEESRLER CEAMFEEZ AT
DI ET, HAGEEEET N EERETEETNOI A2y T ORBE OHEETR Y EIE O
ZHIET. Fo, BERBHAOEMAARAEZITS. 6k 4 7T T ORIV ITO VTR Z
1ToTERED, AETIE, SHIC4A 7TV EMATFH 8 BT IVIZHONT, ZREN
DREFTEL EO XD e HBEFODMRH 217 5.
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22 RYKRA
FEABRE Y AT LOIEARER S LT, IERHERRRES & # HMM & RHERERGH &% HMM
2 HFREFR Y BANAEWVERL U7 30E F# HMM FifEfli &, FHiiE s & 20mfl 7 74 A v
NaL DI EICKVREEEZFET Y. ZOVAT ATE, ARAFEEIL LY HGTR
DEBANLL, EFFXHOREEERY 2B 0EEE RN LN T 5. ZhET, UTo 48
RIOBFEAT>CE Y. LTI, AR ORE, KFEOMAIHA S AAHETHRT
IR OBEIT, TEEEH - HAGEE R OBEESMAN LT ER KT T, IHERY
() 2T TRFTRT
o REEMA (HEER) - HEEROKE 15 D% A HAGERE 2MEA S5 HAI
# sing (s ih ng u)
o REHFEM .. FEEORENHAFORFICHE S b5 A
1 the (dh ah — dh a)
o REEMA (FEM)- - 8 Lo FEHIC HAEREARA S 2 BRI
f study (s u t ah d iy)
o THEM .. HEOTENHAFOFHICESIZ LD HA
i child (ch ay 1d — ch ay r d)
AWFFETIE, S DI 4RO 2TV, N6 DZYMOMH 21T 5 2 & TREFEHE
om EEBET. 0 4 BHAELUTFICRT
o TELE (HFER) - HEERTRE DR ADIGEFE /r/03 %+ 2 #HA
i far (f aa (r))
o REEEM (“ERE) - HEEEO ERE /ay/, Jaw/, [oy/PHABOREFICHE S HZ
b5 HHI
i final (fay nahl— fainahl)
o FEFRA (19 HAUEHEE)- - 19 il E TOMHFEICIHB W THAT HiFARR Y #HiHI
%1 extra (eh k iju s t ah)
o JWHFRY (HWFELA®D)- - HEEOIE Y T/w/, [y/BBES 2HiH]
#1 would ((w) uh d)
il LT, B2, B3ICHFEEROBEHRAGRYHN, “HEFFEHER Y SHAICOWTRIRL
2. OFIIZENENEHRET N EZRLTEY, FRALADOKRID T EMHMLTHDbOREA
EERTHD. AVAT ATRHIOAARFEERERH LGS, BERY T 5.
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020 @“@ f
2 HFERRAEAGLY sing
Fig.2 The vowel insertion error in the end of a

3 ERFEEBERY final
Fig.3 Diphthong substitution error: final
word: sing

3. BRERIELRVHEALEDEATITOHHA

FRBEFHE AT LTI, RHEFEETHARGER) L MHENTLE D Loz
BUER DTN, AREEROHALE IR MEOEAL % 5 2 5 2 L THRERNRE O A AES
FAOBY B SEH T ENTED. L LR, EAMITZITH 2 & THARGEL G
OEBETNOREZEMNBD L, BELEURDPEIET D RN H L. Z ORI A MRS
2 T2 OIZAMFFE CIEIERULIE & EAMHTFEOHFRIZ OV TR 5.

3.1 EHIL&E

FHETNOI A~y T EUGET D2 OICIT RIS O FEE PRI OB
DHOFEEHIET HUERHD. LnL, —MRINCEEE IR OB O LA 5
ZELIIREETHD. T THHEEICONT, TOEFDTTANT LAOGHAITEIECLLT
FRILTebD LD LRET D, FEREICIE, SHBICLIELDHDEEXOLILDN, IR
RHHICLDEOT N, SHEMOELV LRIV EBIEMEND. £ T, EFAMOBE
BEZD Z L CTHEBETANREDL S RBERIZR> TV D O0ERE Lz, EF AROHE
HEZIZ N7 F e U 7B (B BREE) 2R, B EREEIC XA BT S M OMAREY R 1
O EEACR#ET 5. FHO WSIT 1T Wall Street Journal(WSJ) 7 — & ~X— A7 52588 L7z
KEANDSFEET L, ASTIFAARTEFADOFML S HA i 32— 32 (ASJ-JNAS) 725
FEHLIZBARAOAARBET NV, J-EFAANFEIC K 54 LT #EEF (ERJ)Y 57—
HR—=ANGFE L AARANREOETT )V, E-E X ERI 22 5%8 LI kE ANKEOETT L
EEhEnRT. KLV IEBULEITORWES, KEAKEE (B-E) 7 /4E, WSI b
B REASGEET LV (WS)) L9 6 ASI »H%E LI AAND BAGEET L (AS]) I
N ERGnDG. £z, BARAESE (J-E) bAKETHDH. bbb, 7 /VHIEHHISEE
DEIV LT — I R—ADEOEBLRI T D ENDND. L 0ETNHORERT %50
0 5 <R T2 COSMOS 9 & N Trfifb & T 72, 4V ¥ F 1o COSMOS #: & i3
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% 1 B T K 5% E 7 /LR O AR
Table 1 B distance among acoustic models
EHbRT  WSJ ASJ J-E E-E
WSJ 0 24.21 12.11 25.80
ASJ 0 2.86 3.21
J-E 0 5.60
E-E 0
EH{k%E  WSJ  ASJ(DB) J-E(DB) E-E(DB)
WSJ 0 1.70 1.66 1.33
ASJ (DB) 0 0.29 0.19
J-E (DB) 0 0.34
E-E (DB) 0
v

4 EHATOET VRO FEAE
Fig.4 Visualization of the distance between

5 HEQ E##%OET VIR ik
Fig.5 Visualization of the distance between

models before normalization models after HEQ

ey, FEEM OB B B2 AV, ZofRAR 4187, P01 801E, £
TNOFEFR KT 4 OFEHUbRiOZ vy bERDE, WST & ASI BRKE L 0T
WaBH, J-E, E-E & HICEGEICHEDL LT AST OSARISEN A L 72> TS,

VL EORE % R 5 12 DI mIESLIEIC O W TR 5. BB E LT, &5
F— B DI MR TR T 57 72 b T L FIEBULE (CMN) R, ¥ 7 A L5
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LD 11T D LD ICERILEITH 72 b T LERSEERLE (CVN)D 235155
n5. &6i2, B A M7 ARSE (HEQ) A b5, HEQ TIERHET — % 0 Rk
EB9%% (CDF:Cumulative Density Function) 2352387 —# @ CDF & —%3 2 X 9 125l
T—=EDTTANT LEEWT D, Cp 23T —% @ CDF, Cr #5875 —4% 0 CDF &
T5&, Ao FUTOL I ITEEND.

0y = HEQ(o;) = C7" (Ci(or)) (1)

5 X UOFE 1 OTEIC, CMN KOHEQ #fWT — & X— RO IERLEIT - 122 D%
ETNVRORREEZRT. ZOREY, AST DAL ERT 7 —4 O434iHs WST IZHE /2> T
WHZENRFND. DFEY, HEQ I L WIEREREEOEN e pololo®)d, £ET L0 WSJ
W25l o e B2 DD, UEICK Y, ERbEAWS Z LItk FEET VRO
AR Y FRKIBIIRETE 5 2 E083500 5. L L, TASDOFERILOSIEERIIHT D%
BIIRMTHD. TNERALICT B0, AT, SHEEREDS H, CMN KO
HEQ I2 oW TRFRIMIC 52 5 B OMF 21T 9

3.2 EH#fITE

THETOMFITREEFEHE TH ARFERY NEZ< M ST LE I MER Do/, 20l
DA T, EAMTEZIHAL, B OKBERK 5. HOREICKT 2 BT
TOEHIATH. bi(or) ZIREE S; ICBIT DR, N &2 AAREETRICHT2EALTD
L, Arbi(oy) EHRETAHAZLICEVEBFT TS, AELTIUTOHEEANWDSZ LITX
D, BAGEEROWAOZMEIT S, BEAMFTETO ZLICKY, KFELHABOET LOLR
BEFENED L, FEEMREOSERTHEND. ERERELEOIRICLY, Zo%Hkrnt
ST BN DRFTT 5.

4. REBREH

4.1 ¥, FET—2

TR L LTI, &IE/AHIA 32ms/8ms, KE#7 RS 1~ 12 kD MFCC &
WEEART—, ROED 1IRE 2 ROEIFEEOF 39 kot &5, HRETET VAR ET —4
IZ1% Wall Street Journal(WSJ) OKEAGEH 238 4 (F1E 1194, &I 1194) @ 69,094
X, BAFEET VHERET — 2 T AAFEFEL OB EHAS B 73—/ 2 (ASJ-JNAS)
D AARNGES 204 4 (Bt 102 4) @ 31,511 XEHAWD. FHET — 21T A AR N4
L BFH LT YGES T — 4 _X— 2 (ERJ) ® BAAGEE 190 4 (B4 95 4) OHEEE 1900
3, BEREHNN 8 4 (Bl A 4) OYGEE 3215 30, —MCKIEIA 12 4 (B4 4, L8 4)

Vol.2009-SLP-79 No.35
2009/12/22

£2 EHUAL (EEER)
Table 2 Phoneme list (silence excepted)

HAFE | aiueoaaiiuueeooeiouwyxyr
34%% | hfzjsshchtsptkbdgmnNecl
o aa ae ah ao ih iy uh uw ey eh er aw
39 %% | ayowoychlmnngbddhfghh

prsshjhktthvwyzzh

R 3 FGREUANIH OFEE R E DB

Table 3 Correlation of the pronunciation evaluation between English teachers

HIMOM A A DY FHEE
R1/R2 0.783
R1/R3 0.845
R1/R4 0.766
R2/R3 0.796
R2/R4 0.841
R3/R4 0.750

T 0.797

DHCE A827 L H 5. HFEETIVIIHGEL HAGEO 2EOFEBET VEHAL, Th
Z 3 IKEE 16 {RA monophone HMM %\ 5. ZOLHEOERDOEFREZ R 2 [T
%. PEEEFEICOWTIE CMU §#fEE28E L.

4.2 Y RTLDOFHEE

HARANDIGER I IGEBIRIC L 5 5 BB DFEE T <03 1 LT &ITft G ahTnb.
ZDOTAIOVERFFEICB T DREFIE S AT A TR SN AARGESERE~DOREHY) OF
BEEELT, VAT AHEMEIT Y. AR THIUTEREY OFBEH0IEZ HVTI AT AD
ERBOMHOMREHME T XX THLHN, ERLVNVOEBFEMEIT O OIXR#ETH
5. IO, LT E ORISR E Ol EIT o7, £ 4 NOFEEEATE ST
52, INEVY LIz EOXOFEEE LCTERTS. £, 207 VVOREZ K
AT B2, HEIMOFEEIC EOREOHEN G 50 EHE L. 4 4 OKBEINEBAAN
FEH DOFEFE 10 UG LR E A FEE Z L1235, AARANGEHRIL 190 472D T, 190
BEOFEEEEINEHE T LITRED. ZOFFEFEEINTOWTEHMmART 1 % 1 CTHEZIS.
FHiE A2 ZNEN R RA & L= L X OREREER 3 IORT. REY, 0.797 ORBEAE bR
LT EBDND.
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5. REBHEREIUVEE

RETDFEEAVEART BBRTE Y AT 2O EZIHNT 5720, B0 RHEIG &%
SR L DREE O AT o 72, SRS 0 B AR NOFRFEHUE 1900 X TH DA, Z
NZEFEMIEZ Y — ML, FEEDERWGEEND 50 LT & 177 AL, ZORFEHMIE
LAFERE L VAT ALV BB SN R ERY OMBBRE S L. AEFETIE, EHIE
HBE LT, 772 N7 LMEHERIE (CMN) &b X 7T A% (HEQ) & AW TERE
Tol=. CMN %, FET—# LOSHIT — 2123 LC 1 XX T & EHLEITS. £/, HEQ
i, BT —% (ERJ), AAFEFET —% (ASJ-JNAS) K UEGEEE T — 4 (WSJ) &K
DEANTT 2EZNENERL, T —4 & AARGESE T — % ONMNKE 2y T — ¥
D3I Ko ESb L.

R 4IRS - B, TEEWRME BRSBTS ESBULROMBIREE =T, ER
T, FEEHE, CMN RO CMN+HEQ ([ZOWTCEAT 2T 2858 LiTh - 128
B OMFEITo7z. BT 72 U CIEBbLEIT o256, Tatahiaat v EMET L, Ao
B OHERHMEAME T LRV R E 2 ole. T7bb, BEEFEOMWRIK N Lic, JGEEH
D AARFEF RO &) TE - BEREOKEHMEDS —F R < 222 7= D1k CMN+HEQ
EATSTZHET-0.709 Th o7z, AT L0l & L TIREADR Y FIE MR TR RO
T, EAMTEIH LEEREZSETERICE N TTo 2. BAEZ DT RV TEREIT- 72
Bitr, FEEHLIZBOTREAOK D EIG ONHIT 36.34 %Dizwd, EHAFFICL 5380 F
BOWDPINARETH D Z EMEBEZOLND. T 2T, EALKEADEY EIGH 5 %FEEIC 7
5 &I L. FETEHUL, CMN OATIIEA 107 (BEE#ROA 107*), CMN+HEQ
TIEEA 1072 2N S 720, JEERTERE Y PN 5 U TICMA 5 Z LN TER. 2D
Bt, FEEHULD DL CMN OATIHAERBOHMESAE T L TRY, AT AOMHERERN
T D Z &N D. —J, HEQ 20 2 5a 3B Ot EOR TIER SR -
/2. 1o TCMN+HEQ s EAMTEIATLZ LICLY, VAT 2OMEEZRoT-EF
PRERHE OB P EE T EELZENTHETH L EBN o 12

FHRACB I A EROFEZR 6, ® 7 1277, KT TIE CMN 21T7-72854 (0),
CMN+HEQ #1To7356 (@) OfRERT. ok, WL bARBEER~OELIT
AR LTV, BRIl S3EEEHIC X 2 38 F THREIAS O A7 M K v i S h =R &
Y OEETH L. WEOHBEOHIMEN KZ WY, VAT ADHEENRRNE NS Z &
1255, FEEDOKWVEENDL B0 XL 177 AL, ZOFEEHERDTr Y ML
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x4 REERON - E, FEEEIR D BN 1T D AREIER LR OFHBIfR L
Table 4 The correlation coefficients according to various normalization in vowel insertion and

substitution, and consonant substitution

FEIEHUE CMN CMN+HEQ
FEBRGME | EAAHT @) @) @)
FHBIGREL | REEFEA (BEEER) | -0.791  -0.553 -0.779 -0.557 -0.802 -0.861
R R -0.058  0.134 -0.448 -0.281 -0.375 -0.335
RS (75 M) | -0.667 -0.363 -0.646 -0.468 -0.804 -0.721
T ER -0.787 -0.713  -0.846 -0.702 -0.857 -0.822
ey -0.576 -0.374 -0.680 -0.502 -0.709 -0.685
AARAGEHFRY 5 (%) 63.19 16.20 61.69 8.83 50.69  18.38
KEAGEETRY B (%) 36.34 5.65 32.32 2.47 18.50 3.35
30 010° (CMN) 8 010 (CMN)
I HEERY 0557 . o .Ti'ia(‘;’i ::E-‘;G)B
| 2 20 - - . +
. * * 10" (CMN+HEQ) . . . BRI 0721
= AR -0.861 = ¢ .
20 ¢ e = . .
;)“ . . 415 o e
&15 T & (R
Y ’“0: o & ", 10 5, q; ; — .
eq 10 oo .3 - 5 o B _eg* *
u] B o * [u} Eﬁ
u] g . 5 = o -
5 00 Bg® oo o Bogm
e 5 B B o pge ’ & o0 o o 5 e 0
0 / 0 =) |
1 158 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 HE —f8 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 HE —H8
FETY HEm KE SETY £ *’)\Iﬂ
A

B 7 FEMOREHA

Fig.7 Vowel insertion between consonants

B 6 HIEAROREMA

Fig.6 Vowel insertion in the end of a word

£~7T1900/50 = 38 i Ty b IR TWA. oW TiE, 50 SCHERICRE S
THARBERERSOEEROE AL, BERVPEZLIFREOH 2B THL Z LI EIE
RN LI, 735 L L CESGEER S AR LW, —KEA 1241250 THL7ry hL
7z. CMN O Z%x HWicigE (O), FEETFH LR BEGOMBEMET L TR Y, BEEENE
BAREITLHZEnbNnd. 61T, KT7OLIICARADTPKEANGEE LY bRV EIE
DEWGEBIAEL, MERSHSH. —F HEQ W4 (¢), MHEOEKTIZR T,
HEQ AR TH D Z L orind. Y bd X 512 CMN ICEAMFT &2 6T 5 FIETIE, K
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&5 REEEE, FERA, PR BHANC ST 2 AREIERRI O EIE KO H HEEH ORI 2ER (%)
Table 5 The error rates of vowel substitution, consonant insertion, and consonant deletion in various
normalization, and the relative differences between Japanese and English speakers(%)
FHERUL CMN CMN+HEQ
£k BLRIA \E AT O O O
AARNGEE | D&Y (HFER) 67.33 29.50 57.62 27.13 63.56 18.61

REFES (TERS) | 6012 36.77  54.63 28.51 4749  8.99
FEA (EHRE) 69.23 35.00 65.22 33.33 65.38 15.00
Biggsa v (HEEAY) | 31.95  10.12  26.56  9.21  24.23  7.97

) 50.86 17.63 44.75 21.17 41.50 10.15

KENGEE Emr D (HEER) 43.75 19.87 38.89 17.76 43.57 13.58
T (ZERT) | 42.68 1820 38.46 20.92 34.62  5.50

%ﬁﬁix (f&H13E) 4759 1497 36.36 13.90 26.74 5.35

BivgRt Y (HFEMA®) | 25.00  8.64  20.67 7.63 19.08  5.77

T 36.69 13.15 32.22 1559 30.53  6.95

A 356 i O 2R (%) 27.87 25.44 28.01 26.33 26.44 31.52

EAORVEGEMZ D2 ENTETYH, BARNFEFOMBE CIIMiFFc&d, HEQ %
1TORENRHD T LRDND.

AWM TIEE I, “ERFEE, 19 tHIEEHAETOTERA, BRSO K OHEERD
Biggan HAIOE 4 7 2V OV BHANCHSOWTORF %1772, &5 ICHISEMLTE 4
AT 2 TCOFFERUY, BEAFEOFEICL D AARAGEE R OKEAGEE DR A%
Y. F£72, BANGEE, KEAGFEEERZNO 4 BAIOR Y BEOFHER ML, WE D
PO FIE OMRIFEREZR L CVNE. 2RO OBANY, FHET — % N CHELT 514k
BH7p<, 50 XL DY T ATHEAAZ BT 2 HIETIHEEEOSWIHMA TE Z20n. o
D=, BARANFEERE L KEAGEE2EOE ESOHMNZERICER L=, IEESUL,
CMN, CMN&EQi%h%h%%~%%&W@ﬁ%%%%ﬂ%é.Lﬂb,:ﬂ%wﬁ
AT HKEANGEE ORR D AL 30% &2 B2 5720, EAMITEC L B30 S5 OB MM
ThbHEEBEZLND. £ T, w&m#&&&a&ﬁ%%&wgiﬁﬁﬁéﬁi.%5;@
FEIEHE, CMN OA T, HHEGFEEHOMBEARERZRDL RN OELFITE2IT->THEN
ZIKEAGEE T 13.15%, 15.59% D20 EIENAECTLES. —J5, CMN+HEQ %179
& T, KEAGEET6.95%DFR Y G, BAFEE M OMBAMZERIY 31.52% & EA & 11T
LHTE Y BEHEDEEFT OB EIEEMA DI LN TEZ. ZofhbH CMN+HEQ
BT OB, CMN & BT O LY BHEENENZ ENDD 5.
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6. & & ®

AL TIE, BEFOFEECIERREDEWC L 2 EBET ALRANEFDOIAY YT
WET D0, FREEFILOBFE2ITo7-. EHILITIE, 772 5 L EHERIERLE 2
N7 T AR E BV, Pl TS & R T L OFBINREE TS 5 2 LT, BEEtt

HEEHER LA O EFRAY ORBRINEZ BT 2 2 L2t Lz, £/, HWhEREOREA T
ZORT 52 & TREAD HAFERE~DORBRVIZOVWTORERHHIEEZRF Lz, ZhET
BTSN TE 4 HANCSWTIE, CMN+HEQ IZEAMT21TH 2 &0, BEFFENERE
EHEFF LN BRAV FIE AR T 2 DICR BIRR Do, AWIETIE, IHIic4 73
ZPAEL, 8T I VIO OVWTHF Lz, JAELE 4 HANCB W T, SRIESICE
IMHHIEE DA Lo R AT, AR 21To7-. 2o 4 HAIC->W\WTh, CMN & H
AT OIA LY & CMN+HEQ & EAMT OO 21T 5 FdEgen @<, HAGEER O
ISR ZHERF LN DR EIS2MA 5 2 LIczh Lz, Ui kXY, CMN+HEQ & &
A FEEGHT 2 2 & TREFM Y AT AOREFHMAERBEITITZ D Z ERGh o7,

Z X W
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